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LETTERS 


I Letters may ha/e been 

shortened because of 
space. Some names may 
have been changed 

British-lrish 

Jack Conrad writes: “We stand for a 
united Ireland, within which a one- 
county, four-half-county British-lrish 
pro vine e e xerc ises self-determination 
Suchaprogrammaticclause wouldhelp 
reas sure bac kward and m edium -devel¬ 
oped British-lrish workers that they have 
nothing to fear from the rule ofthe work¬ 
ing class.We have no interest in forced 
or involuntaryunity and reversingthe 
poles ofoppression Ouraimis achiev¬ 
ing the maximum unity of the working 
class objective circumstances permit” 
(Weekly Worker September 29). 

He does not identify any social group 
or political force that advocates such self- 
determination nor does he demonstrate 
howitwouldbenefitany class. This is a 
peculiar ideo logy of a Britis h-Msh ‘ nation ’ 
withoutanationalconsdousness-the dis¬ 
tinctive ‘psychologicalmake-up’ofthe 
protest ant community inthe north does not 
include self-awareness of being anation 
Theunionists do not and did not speak in 
termsof nationalism or self-deteiminat ion 
Helsinganotes that “they rarely speak of 
themselves as a nation” (see M Helsinga 
The Irish border as a cultural divide 
Assen 1962, pp55-62). On the contrary, 
theUlsterunionist ideology soughtiden- 
titywith the Britishempire rather than self- 
determination Ulsterunionismmust have 
been avery peculiar ‘nationalist ’ move¬ 
ment, for initially they did not want even 
the minimum of devolved self-go vonment 
which the UnitedKingdom parliament 
tlrrust on them. 

Oppositionto a nationalist movement 
bya sectionofthe population does not 
mean that that section constitutes a sepa¬ 
rate nationality (see James Anderson, 
‘Regions and religions in Ireland’HnS- 
porfesummer 1980). Even if fcrthe sake 
of argument the Ulster protestants had 
been a nation, Marxists would not have 
support edit, for it is to ensure permanent 
unionist ascendancy. Today Ulsterprot- 
estant ‘self-determination’ means main- 
tainingsectariandivisions and the stateof 
Northern Ireland, whetherinthe UK or 
independently. 

I isa fear oflosing sectarian privileges 
that theborderunderpins.lt is stretching 
languagetoo fartocall the removalofsec- 
tarianprivilege ‘reversingthe poles of 
oppression’.A“one-county, four-half- 
county British-lrish province exercising 
self-determination” would represent an 
entrenebmentofthedifferenoss based on 
religion and delay any movements to¬ 
wards socialism, rather than reassure 
“backward and medium-developed Brit¬ 
ish-lrish workers”. 

The objective of socialists is to create an 
all-Ireland workers’ republicas afirststage 
on the pathtowards worldwide socialism, 
which serves betterthe widerinterests of 
the workingclass than adapting to theprot- 
estant working class’s oppositionto part id - 
patingin the nationalstruggle. 

Jack C onrad also upholds the general 
principle; ‘One state, one party’: Tommu- 
nists do not organise accordingto the prin¬ 
ciple of nationality. They organise and unite 
with other communists in order to over¬ 
throw the s ped li c cup italis t s tate th ey hap- 
pen to live under ... In conditions ofthe 
GoodFriday agreement communists in 
No ithem Ire land will doubtle ss consider this 
geneial principle with the utmost serious¬ 
ness. So will comrrunists inthe south. With 
directrule workers in Noithemlreland and 
Great Britainunmistakablyface the same 
go varment, the same state and share many 
ofthe same tasks.” 

BTundeistandthiscarrecdy, this implies 
that socialists in Ireland should havea ‘par¬ 
titionist’ approachtoorganisation. Those in 
thenorth should be part ofa broader Brit¬ 
ish organisation,andthose inthe south limit 
themselves to the26counties. Thisin feet 
had already happened in thepast. Atone 
stage there was a ‘Communist Party of 


Northemlreland’ and in the south an ‘Irish 
Workers Group ’. In practice this would 
mean political suicide for the sm allforces 
oflrishsocialism. I would decrease lather 
than increase their development and 
chances of growingand would not advance 
the cause o f socialism inlreland 

It would make more sense for commu¬ 
nists in Ireland to forma 32-county Irish 
section ofa CommunistParty ofthe Eu¬ 
ro peanUnion than divide into a British 
organ isationanda26-county one. 

Liam O Ruairc 
Belfast 

Playboy left 

I found the remarks ofTom Simpson to 
be the most outrageous I have ever come 
across from your paper (Letters, Octo¬ 
ber 20). To smear me with being a 
“Spartoid”ischeaprhetoric that does not 
help in the slightest. 

The group I referred to in Bournemouth 
does not “entrap” young women nor 
“forcethemtogo through with unwanted 
pregnancies”. Maybe he would like to 
rereadmy letter. I stated thatthe home 
was foryoung girls who wished to con¬ 
tinue with their pregnancies. And what 
about the case I mentioned of the fathers 
who had kicked the ir daughters out of 
their homes for refusing to have abor¬ 
tions? No criticism of these vile men - 
men who, lam sure, share hissupportfor 
the British Pregnane yAdvisory Service 
and their ilk. 

Instead he directs his venomat the only 
people who are there to help those poor 
girls. Rather it is the likes of‘Abortion 
Rights’ and the BPAS that entrap vulner¬ 
able people. They claim abortion is 
harmless, despite evidence to the con¬ 
trary. Theymake misleading statements, 
while at the same time make money out 
ofwhat they do. And neither do they give 
a damn about the emotional effects on 
women after an abortion - rather it is left 
to pro-life groups to pickup the pieces. 
Only they perform post-abortion coun¬ 
selling, andcouldtellyoua few stories that 
would make your heart wrench about 
your so-called “democratic righf’. The 
BPAS is a private practice. Iknowofno 
other circumstance wbenso called ‘so¬ 
cial ists’ actually defend private medicine 
and subcontracting out the NHS, save 
when theprocedure in question is abor- 
tioa 

If, as Simpson claims, the Weekly 
Workeris so concemedwith provisions 
for mothers then maybe they should write 
more articles about them, rather than 
harping on about the illusory ‘right to 
choose’, especially when itcomes to the 
horror of lateabortions. 

Lastly, abortionisnota sign of “women 
controlling their fertility”. It is asignofthe 
opposite. Fertility control involves there- 
sponsible use of contraception, not the 
removal by surgeons of foetuses. Un¬ 
wanted pregnancies occur due to unpro¬ 
tected sex or people not using 
contraception properly. It may beanath- 
ema for our leftist playboys to hear, but 
abstinence is a fonn ofbirth control too. 
Abortion is theultimate exploitation and 
degradationofwomen, be it ‘voluntary’ 
or not. 

It i s inconsistent of the left to continue 
to support a practice that involves the 
destruction oflife and enables men to use 
women as sexual objects for reproduc - 
tive-free intercourse, conveniently for¬ 
getting the biologicalconsequencesof 
their actions and putting theburden onto 
women by claiming abortion is a ‘worn - 
an’s decision’. It is a pity that theleftand 
feminismhave bought into this playboy- 
friendly, consumerist mentality that has no 
respect for the dignify and equity of 
women -or life itself for that matter. 

Liz Hoskings 
London 

Consensus? 

I am very interested in the debate on 
abortion, as it is one of those foggy and 
unclear aspects of both religious and 


political life. 

My question is about the ‘woman’s 
right to choose’ issue: what is theconsen- 
sus ifa woman wants to keep herbaby 
but her husband wants the pregnancy 
aborted? I’m asking in terms ofislam 
(and sharia?), Christianity and Britishpoli- 
tics. 

Munjlee Naseem 

London 

Child’s right 

Yourarticle, ‘Wasted opportunity’, was 
a vitriolic piece: “Nevertheless, despite 
Galloway’s vile views on such quest ions 
...” (Weekly Worker April 7).Don’t you 
understand that the pro-life issue is about 
the child’s right to life? You seemto con¬ 
fuse this with adult choice; whichis where 
contraception comes in. 

David Sparrow 
email 

Islamic Relief 

I have to say that I was horrified by the 
human insensitivity ofyourarticle about 
charity (‘Likesendingmonfy to George 
Bush’,October20). 

Tfe s charities do have to keep a neu¬ 
tral political stance in every place where 
they work in order to help the people 
whoare suffering there.People in Paki- 
stanaredying, inanareatbat cannot be 
reached other than by helicopter. Would 
Tina Becker like to be responsible for 
many more deaths if people in trusting ig¬ 
norance withhold their kind donations 
fro m reach ing any p erso n t ha t can o nl y 
be reached with permissiontoflythrough 
Pakistani air space? I hope not. That 
means basically everyone in need ofour 
help in Pakistan right now. 

As forthe charity, Islamic Reliel; fust 
of all, every donor chooses what their 
donation is to be spent on and, secondly, 
the admin charges vary from 5% to 12%, 
depending on the project that you choose 
todonate to -please getyourfactsright 
nexttime. 

finally since you are apparently utterly 
ig norant of t he relig ion of i slam, s ince y ou 
consider it too bourgeois, I would like to 
informyou that an endowment is in fact 
a long-tenn donation, such as money 
given towards the physical building ofa 
schoolrather than ashort-term project. 
Once again this is a choice of the donor 
as to which long-term proj ect they wish 
todonate to. 

Shani Inan 
email 

Tina Becker replies: Islamic Reliefs 
very extensive ac counts, to which I re - 
ferred in my article, are publicly acces¬ 
sible on the website of the charity 
commission at www. charity-com¬ 
missi on.gov.uk/regi steredcbarities/Aoc- 
ountListing.asp?charitynumber=328158. 

My art icle al so featured contact detai Is 
and requests for donations from three 
democratic andworkingclassorganisa- 
tions in Pakistan that are involved in the 
reliefeffort. 

Combat or not? 

Phil Kent himselfasks the highly prob¬ 
lematic and quest! on-begging rhetorical 
question: “Why vote rightwing at a 
leftwing conference unless you want to 
movetheorganisationtothe right? Ifthat’s 
youragenda whynotsay soandexplain 
why you think it is necessary, rather than 
making absurd claims as to our motives, 
which are self-evidently to move Respect 
to the left” (letters, October 20). 

Theproblemis that it is not “self-evi¬ 
dent” that the CPGB wants to moveRe- 
spect “to the left”. Islamophobia is a 
left-right issue, and the CPGB is on the 
islamophobic, rightwing sideoftbat di¬ 
vide, along with the Alliance for Work¬ 
ers’ Liberty (which canalso pose ‘left’ on 
some questions- while kissing the war¬ 
mongers’ posteriors) and others to their 
right. 

One crucialexampleofthis is the ques- 


tionofthe Iraqi resistance. The CPGB 
claims that Respect is a ‘popularfront’: 
that is, analliance ofworking class or¬ 
ganisations with a w ing of t he rul ing class. 
Supposedly the ‘muslim activist’ ele¬ 
ments Respect is demonstrably drawing 
to the left are the same as a wingofBrit- 
ish imperialism- the bourgeois compo¬ 
nent of a cross-class coalition. Yet 
Respect,unlike any ‘popularfront’ inthe 
wholeofpoliticalhistory, supportsarmed 
resistance by acolonisedpeople against 
its own government - effectively stand- 
ingfor its defeat, as George Galloway has 
publicly saidmany times. 

This is Respect policy - a policy that 
the CPGB opposes for reasons of 
islamophobia. So who is to the left on this 
question - Respect, which supports 
armed resistancetoitsownruling class 
(see policy motions at 2004conferenee), 
or the CPGB which does not support 
such resistance? It isobvious that on this 
key, strategic question, central to world 
politics today, the CPGB is attacking Re¬ 
spect from the right 

This is once again shown by Phil 
Kent’s ludicrous use of a Lenin quote, 
taken from one ofthe resolutions ofthe 
Second Congress ofthe Comintern, to 
justify this policy. This resolution speaks 
of the “need to combat pan-islamism and 
similar trends, which strive to combine the 
liberation movement against European 
andAmerican imperialism with an at- 
temptto strengthen the positions ofthe 
khans,landowneis,mullahs, etc”. This is 
the only snippet of a quote Phil can 
dredge up to justify his policy of refusing 
to take sides with thoseresisting imperi¬ 
alism today. 

But he tries to ‘prove’ toomuch. Lenin 
is talking tiboutopposing the influence of 
landowners and other pre-capitalist 
holdovers on the ‘liberation movement’ 
against imperialism. Whether islamistten- 
dencies as exist today are comparable to 
the ‘pan-islamists’ Lenin is referring to is 
extremely doubtful. B ut even i 1; j ust for 
argument’s sake we were to accept that 
they are comparable, ‘combating’the in¬ 
fluence of a particular trend or trends 
within the ‘liberation movement ’ ishaidly 
the same thing as denying that an armed 
struggle against direct colonial rule rep¬ 
resents a liberation movement at all, and 
witbholdingthedufy that is incumbenton 
communists to publicly and infrontofthe 
class solidarise with an anti-colonial 
struggle. 

The idea that the Communist Interna- 
tionalever refusedto take sides, as do 
theC PGB, when an anned struggle by a 
colonised people against colonial rule 
erupted anywhere inthe worldis simply 
preposterous, as the CPGB well knows. 
The only wayPhilcanreconcile itspre- 
vious support for the Provisional IRA’s 
aimed struggle against British imperialism 
with its refusal to support the Iraqi resist¬ 
ance is to give this petty bourgeois na- 
tionalistformation, which was not above 
shooting leftists and workers itself; some¬ 
thing ofa communist coloratioa 

In fact, the political character ofa na¬ 
tional liberation movement, its greater or 
lesser openne ss to socialist ideas, cer¬ 
tainly affect tactics of howto engage with 
such a movement But they do not de¬ 
termine whether or not to take sides with 
that movement againstimperialism. The 
existenceof a democratic question de¬ 
termines that,and theoccupationoflraq 
is an even more clear-cut democratic 
question than the more complex and 
problematic question ofthe six-county 
Northem Ireland statelet, with its (gerry¬ 
mandered and exaggerated, but real) 
pro -Briti sh maj ority. 

On this quest ion of principle, as well 
as on the related quest! on of their refusal 
to support a number of Respec t candi¬ 
dates in elections, basicallybecausethey 
are ‘rru slim activists ’ who have neverthe- 
lesssignedup toabroadly socialistand 
working class platform, the CPGB is at¬ 
tacking Respect from the right. The sole 
exception being the question of immigra- 
tioncontrols, asl explained inmyletter 
last week, where there is a genuine con¬ 


crete difference between old Labour 
reformism and a consistently internation¬ 
alist ‘open borders’ position which offers 
the only coherent answer to a key con¬ 
crete question facing Respect in dealing 
wit h the B lair government’s ant i-im mi¬ 
grant measures. 

I notethatthe CPGB have messedup 
the sub miss ionof anumber of their mo¬ 
tions, but nevertheless something that 
looksvery much like theirmotion on im¬ 
migration controls is on the order paper 
anyway. Iwill vote for thatmotion. I will 
not, ho wever, be supporting motions that 
are coded attacks on those aspects of 
Respect that ha ve a fundamentally pro- 
gressivemotivation, and which are mo¬ 
tivated by islamophobia and a 
demo nis atio n o f mu slim s. 

Ian Donovan 
email 

Dream 

Comradesitis time to withdraw from the 
opportunist andcommunalist Respect 
coalition that is basically the Georgs Gal¬ 
loway ‘cult of the personality ’ party. In¬ 
stead we need to be serious about 
forming aworkers’ party and this requires 
us to jo in the Socialist Party, to be active 
in it, and to fcrma serious communist ten¬ 
dency within it 

Trotsky’s dreamwas ofaunited revo¬ 
lutionary party: let us try and realise that 
dream. 

Phil Sharpe 

email 

Unequal 

Thae are always ‘communist’arguments 
forpassivityandMikePeamhascome 
up with another one in relation to the 
Welsh language (Letters, October20). 

I shall present him with a few more. 
Th e op erat ion o f the wo rid market means 
that UK jobs will be shifted out to the low 
wags countries. So they have got to go. 
The capitalist class is strongerthan the 
working class. So the working class must 
give way. US/UK imperialism is stronger 
thanthe Iraqi resistance. So, stop resist¬ 
ing, you Arabs. 

Finally, The Sun’s circulation some¬ 
what exceeds that of the Weekly 
Woiker. What does Mike Peam (who 
he?) make of that? 

Ivor Kenna 

London 

Keep the ban 

I would like to voice what Ihope will be 
some constructive criticismsofthearticle 
titled ‘Legalise all drugs’ ( Weekly Woiker 
October 20). I think the article as a whole 
was in error in advocating the complete, 
free and unh indered us e o f all drugs. 

The logic of the argument, “To 
criminalise drugs istocriminalise people”, 
seems to be some formofabstract moral 
statement to defend humanity in general, 
because all criminals are people. We could 
even extend this argument to say, ‘To 
criminalise rape and murder is to 
criminalisepeople’, becauserapists and 
murders are, ofcourse, people too! 

Druguse under capitalism is a direct 
offshoot of alienation - the general aliena¬ 
tion ofthe working class from their ‘spe¬ 
cies life’ or conscious life. When life and 
labour is considered something alien, 
something forced, then it’s understandable 
that people will lookforso me alternative. 
However, we will getnowhere in simply 
advocating thatthecapitaliststate legalise 
alldrugsand then, somehow, oomeupwith 
the money to not only create mainstream 
distribution networks,butalso simultane¬ 
ously provide rehab facilities forthe sake 
of the people who buy the drugs from 
them. It’s about as logical as shooting 
somebody and then driving them to the 
hospital fortreatment. 

Drugs are harmful, including alcoholand 
nicotine, butthesetwoare legalsimplyon 
account of the relatively slowrate ofdarn- 
age they inflict on the human body (thus 
not ovstly affecting the productivity ofthe 
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workeruntil later in life, when they have 
probably retired anyway) and also the 
massiveprofits gleaned from the saleof 
them. 

Those who may say, ‘It’s up to me what 
Iputinto my ownbody’ mighthave apoint 
i f humans exis tedas atomised and isol at ed 
individuals who could in no wayaffectone 
another,but the simple truth is that this is 
not the case. Drugsfiindamentallycbangg 
human behaviour to that of disruption, of¬ 
fence and often violence, and so therefore 
theargument, ‘It’suptome’, should be 
countered with ‘I wouldbeup to you, but 
when it affects your actions towards the 
rest of us, we shouldbeable todo some¬ 
thing about it’ 

Thearticlealso seemstobearguing that 
i f drugs are legalised then some ofthe risks 
involved, suchas harmful substances be¬ 
ing mixed in with them, etc, will vanish 
because with the lossifits illegal status 
drug-dealers willbe free of pressures inthe 
market ingandsale of their commodity, 
therefore leading to an increase inquality. 
To followthisalong its own logicallineswe 
c ould also form the argument that to re¬ 
move all restrictions on trade therefore 
1 eads to an average i ncrease i n the qual ity 
ofall commodities beingmanufactured in 
the new conditions, which we know is to¬ 
tally unrealistic! 

The pro fit motive applies to all indus¬ 
tries incapitalism, eventhe illegal ones, and 
illegal drugs are not the only commodity 
in history to have been madeup of other, 
second-rate materials, acase that springs 
to mind here being the plight ofthe jour¬ 
neyman bakers that Marx speaks of in 
Capital', working crippling hours to pro¬ 
duce bread that was often b arl ty made up 
ofthe properingredients, but cheaper al- 
t ematives that were o ften harmful to the 
humans consuming them. In short, there is 
no palpable linkbetween the legal status 
ofa commodity andits oveiallquality. 

The issue of class needs tobe examined 
hoe: drugdealers are o lien petty bourgeois 
themselves, with someofthem being in¬ 
credibly rich and livingoffthe spoilsgained 
directly from the selling of drugs. Why 
should we do thesepeople any favours? 
Theyare our dass enemies, and the facttbat 
tharcommodityis ofien ille^l means little, 
inthe same wayas anyotherharmfulcom- 
modity (such as weapons) means little to 
their respective capitals when it comes to 
conducting business. To quote the main 
character from a recent film Layer cake, 
“I’mjusta businessman, whosecommod- 
ity happens to be cocaine?’. Inotherwords, 
theyfeel mo rally justified by the current so¬ 
cial normsof cap italis t society indoing what 
t hey do, and any other si de effects from t he 
consumptionoftheir commodity isconsid- 
ered secondary. 

The article goesonto argue that humans 
havealways done drugs. Well, this is,of 
course, true, but it does little good to ap¬ 
ply such a blanket statement to Marxist 
politics. Humans have also always com- 
m itted acts ofviolence against eachother, 
butto say ‘We havealways done it’is no 
argumaitat al 1 without examining the rea¬ 
sons behind the actions. Humans have 
taken drugs throughout history for vary¬ 
ing reasons. Drugs used tobe taken in 
observanceofcertain religious rights,an 
examplebeingthe ‘visionquests’ofcer- 
tain native American tribes, where hallu¬ 
cinogenic substances were consumed as 
part of awiderritual. 

This is hardly the same as the purpose 
forwhich drugs are taken undermodem 
capitalism: the formeris a direct resultof 
man’s alienation fromnatureandsubse- 
quent confus ion in the mire o freligion; t he 
lattarisadirectresult of alienation imposed 
from the social relations inherent in capi¬ 
talism. Whereas the use ofdrugs and the 
effects of them in primitive society were 
steepedinmystifrcation,we have the tech¬ 
nology to know beyond doubt that they 
are harmful, an dth a r illegal st atu s (or wh at 
should be illegal status in some cases) is 
totallyj ustifiable in the interests ofthe com¬ 
munity. 

Anyone who’slife has beentouchedby 
drug abuse,illegal orotherwise, willhave 
little sympathy for thesupposed commu¬ 
nist demand, ‘Legalise all drugs’. It is a 
transitional demand ofthe worst sort, 
completely un realisable, s inee the wd fire 


state has trouble enough with its rehab 
programmes without extending them to 
even greater swathes of thepopulation, 
andis utterlyoutoftouchwith the genuine 
struggles ofthe working class. Commu¬ 
nists shouldbe struggling all themore for 
a time when alienation andpowerlessness 
does not cause people to turn to drug 
abuse and to fight against the encroach - 
mentsofpetty bourgeoiselements whotry 
to flood our communities with poison for 
the sakeofprofit. 

Turning ‘Legalisealldrugs’ into a slo¬ 
gan will do nothing but attract lumpen el¬ 
ements to the party, who will rejectthebulk 
ofcommunist theory, andcausethe pro¬ 
letariat itself to simply look onin confusion. 
Dan Read 
email 

Welsh equality 

I ’mpleased to see that a couple of com¬ 
rades have responded to my article (‘M i- 
nority languages and communists’, 
October 6). I wish to respond, firstly, to 
Enso White. I disagree with the comrade’s 
remarks about my proposal forallWelsh- 
speakingjurors (Letters, October 13). As 
I said in my original article, “wherever 
possible” and in areas in Wales where 
Welshis spoken predominantlyover Eng¬ 
lish, I think it is reasonable for a Welsh 
language speaker to request a Welsh lan¬ 
guage-speaking jury. To argue that that 
demandpanders to chauvinism and na- 
tionalismis, at best, a red herring and,at 
wors e, an emb elli shed and in fl ated inter¬ 
pretation ofthe point being made. 

Mike Peam’s response needs answer¬ 
ing too (Letters, October 20). I’m not 
quite sure whatthecomrade isactualty 
sayingwhen he speaks of“modem Welsh 
appearingrathaTater than English”. What 
on earth is “modernWelsh’? Yes, all lan¬ 
guages evolve departing “on the specific 
societies” from which th^ ariseand,yes, 
the ruling class of that society will use that 
language to achieve ease of communica¬ 
tion. ButMike sets Welsh as ideandim- 
plies that it is different because it 
“developed from the tongue ofa social 
group”. Aratherclumsy andcontradictory 
interpretation of the development of the 
Welsh language, I feel. 

I also wish to highlight that, in my opin¬ 
ion, no-one canbe sure aboutthe long term 
future prospects of the Wfelsh language. 
Theinevitability of its death is notcertain. 
Indeed, without state sponsorship the fu¬ 
ture ofthe languageononelevel appears 
quite fragile, but, given that more young 
people speakitnowthanthose over the 
age of 65, then it is likely that it will con - 
tinuetoexperieneesomeim proved s tatus 
over the next few generations. Further¬ 
more, when I speak of the equality of 
Welsh with English, I speak of the equal¬ 
ity of rights for its speakers. I repeat, peo- 
p le have the right to choo se which 1 anguage 
they should be educated in, receive offi¬ 
cial documents in, faceajudgein, etc ... 
That is what I mean by equality of English 
and Welsh I am not arguing, as Mike 
seems to think, that Welsh needs to be 
lifted tosome similar equality toEnglishon 
an international scale. Indeed, as Mike 
himself states,at best, Welsh “willbe no 
more than a second language”. I agree. 

Finally, on the question of “the 
socialisation ofthe economy”. I do not 
think that a political programme to pro¬ 
vide decent housingandjobsto Welsh¬ 
speaking communities will halt young 
people moving away to otherareas .Natu¬ 
ral migratory trends willensuretbat. My 
point is that people should not be forced 
from theirhomeandcommunitybecause 
of economic hardship. If peoplechoose 
to move and a language diminishes be¬ 
cause of that choice, then so be it. Tire dis¬ 
appearance of a language because of 
forced migrationisadifferent social ques¬ 
tion altogether. 

Bob Davies 
Swansea 

Abolish prison 

“By anyrational, humane and social stand¬ 
ard,prison does notwork. Self-evidently, 
the UK criminal justice system is itself 
criminal,” writes Eddie Ford (Weekly 


Worker October 20). 

However, he thensbies away from the 
logical (andcommunist)conclusion -that 
prison shouldbe abolished. Instead, we 
are treated to alist of demands that even 
themostliberalofprisonreformeis would 
support. The fact that the UK prison 
population now stands at a shocking 
90,598 - the highest in Europe - isn’t 
mentioned Norarethemany alternatives 
to prison. 

Prison is simply one of the capitalist 
state’s measures ofrepression against our 
class. Along withoocasi anal politicalpris- 
oners, the UK’s prisons are full of the 
poor, the desperate and socially inad¬ 
equate. It is incumbenton communists to 
seektheirabolitionas part and parcelof 
the abolition of the social conditions that 
createmostprisoners inthe firstplace. 

These issues will be discussed at a 
meeting in London on January 28 - see 
www.altematives2prisonik.com formore 
details. 

Ricky Camp bell 

email 

Marxism Online 


London Communist Forum 

Sunday October 23,5pm - Epilogue to Marx’s ecobgy- materialism and 
nature. DioramaArtsCentre, 34 Osnaburgh Street, LondonNWl (nearest 
tubes: Regents Park, Great Portland Stieet). 

Sheffield Communist Forum 

Call Lee on 0790 8 904310 for more details. 

Cardiff Communist Forum 

Call Bobon07816 480679. 

Glasgow Marxist Forum 

Public meeting: ‘Irish republicanism and the Irish working class - where now?’ 
Thursday October 27, 7.30pm, Woodside Halls, Glenfarg Street (nearstartof 
Great Astern Road and St George’sCross underground station). Speaker: Joe 
Craig (Socialist Democracy, Belfast). 

Happy birthday, Housmans 

Celebrate 60 years of Housmans Books, Caledonian Road, Kings Cross, Fri¬ 
day October28,6.30pm. 

Whose London? 

Alternative visions for London conference, Saturday October 29,9.30am to 
5pm, City Hall. Registration from 9am. Morning workshops include: Thames 
Gateway and the Olympics; trade, tax havens and poverty; social forums and 
democracy; labour and community struggles; labourmarkethierarchiesandEU 
migration regulation. Foilowedby afternoon ‘open spaces ’. 

Organised by LondonSocial Forum: www.londonsocialforum.org.uk 



I would liketo invitereadersofthe Weekly 
Worker tovisit the newly founded webs ite, 
www.MarxismOnline.Com. 

Marxism© nline.Comwasestablishedin 
August 2005 by a handful of socialists 
from various parts ofthe world with the 
aim ofproducingand reproducing various 
socialist news stories and theoreticalarti- 
cles .Asthe internet isa very importantand 
s ign ificant commun ication to ol in today’s 
society, itis inevitable that the bourgeoisie 
will use it, like any thingelse, to slanda - and 
distort the views and opinions of social¬ 
ists. They will dotbisin order to discredit 
the ideas ofthe revolutionary conscious 
sections of the working classes, which 
represent a colossal threat to capitalism 
and imperialism 

As socialists we feel theseattacks must 
be countered through websites like 
MarxismOnline.Com, which can offer an 
alternative to the mainstreammedia. There 
are two sides to every story and we felt it 
important that our sidebeheard 

MarxismQn line .Com is not anorg^ni- 
satio nor party. Though we standtogetber 
against imperial ism,ourwriters and con¬ 
tributors come in many different catego¬ 
ries, fromTrotskyiststoMarxist-Leninists 
to Juche socialists and even social demo¬ 
crats,which certainly keeps things very 
interesting in the discussionfoium. 

Ifyou,like us,areaprogressive-minded 
p eis on who is side of the i njus tice and bar- 
barism we face in this age ofimperialism, 
thenjoinus and shareyouropinions and 
viewswithlike-minded(andperhapsnotso 
like-minded) comrades. Nobody is going 
to force any kind of party linedownyour 
throat andwearenotgpingtosendyou 500 
papers to sell every month! 

Remanber, internet activism is no sub¬ 
stitute for the real thing. Theactivismof 
socialists in tradeunions, local commu¬ 
nities and campaigns is of primary im¬ 
portance to the movement as a whole. 
But, of course, using the internet as a 
medium for exchanging political infor¬ 
mation and opinions is a great way of 
advancing your knowledge and the 
knowledge ofothers. Thatisthe purpose 
o f Marxi smQnl ine .Co m, andwe hop e you 
will jo in and us e th is webs ite to its full p o- 
t ential as ano ther weapon in t he 1 ong hand 
struggleforthe socialist transformationof 
society. 

By signingup to MarxismOnline.Com 
you can: 

• discuss with socialists from all aroundthe 
world; 

• sbarenews stories inournews section; 

• write articles to be published on the 
website; 

• contribute your fevourite leftist links to 
the web links section, from other discus¬ 
sion forums, to personal websites and 
blogs; 

• post your favourite leftist im ages in the 
image gallery, from Che Guevara to the 
Russian involution; 

• advertise meetings and demonstrations 
on the forums. 

Matthew McLean 

email 


Defend Council Housing 

National meeting, Saturday October29,1 pm,Irish Centie, HighStreet, Digbeth, 
Birmingham B12 (near national coach terminal). Agenda: lobby ofparliament, 
February 8 2006; support for local campaigns against transfer,PFI or ALMOs. 
info@defendcouncilhousingorg.uk 

Democratic Socialist Alliance 

Dayschool- ‘Party and class: whatsoitofpartydowe want?’ SaturdayOcto- 
ber 29,11,30am to 4.30pm, Manchester Centre for the Deaf, Booth Street, 
east Manchester. Formore details contact Dave Spencer: 02476 450027; 
davespencer@yahoo.co.uk 

Justice, not deportation 

Open forum, ^dnesday N ovemb er 2,1 pm, co mmittee room 9, Hous e of Co m- 
mons, London. Speakers include Gareth Peirce, Stop DepoitingChildren, asy¬ 
lum-seekers fromZimbabwe and Iraq. Hosted by ElwynLlwydMP. 
Organised by the Refugee Project: 020 7250 1315; info@thereftigeeproject.org 

Towards a cosmopolitan Marxism 

Historical Materialism annual conference, London WC1. Friday November 
4, 3pm to 9pm, University of London Union; Saturday November 5,10am to 
8.30pm and Sunday November 6,1 Oam to 7pm, School ofOrienlal and Afri¬ 
can Studies.Nearest tube: RussdlSquarc. Attendance free (donationsrequested). 
Advance registiati on and further in fo rmat ion: h isto ri cal mat eriali sm@soas.ac .uk 

Fern 05 

Second conference, Saturday November 5,10am to 5pm, University ofShef- 
field students union. Western Bank, Sheffield. Campaigns for gender equality. 
Organised by Sheffield University Students Union Women’s Campaign; sup- 
portedby Women’s Resource Centre. 42 Broom Green, Sheffield S3 7XF; 
0777 5 855037; info@femconferences.org.uk 

SA relaunch 

Conferenceto relaunch SocialistAllianee, Saturday November 12,12 noon to 
5pm, Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, London (nearest tube: Hoi bom). Regis¬ 
tration from 11.30am. £5 (£3 concessions); observers: £4. 

Moti onsandappli cat ions for chil dcare allowance by Sun day October 30to Pete 
McLaren,SA, PO Box4123,Rugby CV21 9BJ; orjulie.mclaren@virgin.net 

Charier for Another Europe 

Conference, Flo rence,SatuidayNovember 12,9am to 8pm, Sunday November 
12,9am to 3pm. Piazza Tasso 1, Comp lesso ex Leopol dine-Altana, Florence 
Themes: peace and security; Europeinthe world; citizenship, equality and dif¬ 
ference; workers and social rights; democracy andparticipation; foranother 
economy: common goodsandarvironment; for another economy: social com¬ 
mon goods. 

Respect annual conference 

Delegate conference, Saturday-Sunday November 19-20, Camden Centre, 
Euston Road, LondonNWl (nearest tube: Kings Cross). Amendments to mo¬ 
tions to Gbada@respectcoalition.oig by midnight, Sunday November 6 .Alter¬ 
native slates fornationalcouncil: midnight, Sund^ November 6. Deletes: one 
per 10 membeis, £20 perdelegate. Observers: £10 (first come, first served). 

Stop deporting children 

Demonstrate, Saturday November 19. 

Manchester: Assemble 12noon, ManchesterUnivers ity students uni on,Ox¬ 
ford Road, for march to Peace Gardens, St Peter’s Square. 1.30pm: rally and 
performances. Folio wedby Young People’s Forum, Hall, Albert Square. 
National Coalition ofAnti-Deportation Campaigns (North West); ncadc-north- 
west@ncadc.org.uk; Manchester Committee to Defend Asylum-Seekers: 
mark .kranlz@ntlworld .co m 

London:Assemble lpm,HoiseguardsAvenue (offWbiteball)formarchtoHyde 
Park 2.30pm:rally. Stop Deporting Children and Students: 02075026749; 
info@standup4childrcn.org 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group, email rdgroup@yahoo.com 

CPGB wills 

Rememberthe CPGB and keep the struggle gping. Put ourParty’s name and 
address, together with the amountyou wish to leave,inyourwill. Ifyouneed 
furtherhelp, do not hesitate to contact us. 
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Little controversy, less 

You will need a big cup of coffee (or two) to get through the 68 resolutions going forward to the November 19- 
20 Respect annual conference. But working your way through the dozens of embarrassingly boring motions is 
worthwhile, because there are quite a few gems amongst them - good and bad. Tina Becker takes a closer look 


Last week we reported that both our motions to the 
forthcoming conference had been refused because of a 
technical hitch. On October 26, we received a 
comm uiication, from Respect office, informing us that the 
conference arrangements committee wil re-exam he this 
matter. Watch this space. 


he 68 resolutions can be divided up 
roughly into throe categories. 

Firstly, the vast maj ority of mo¬ 
tions have obviously been pushed 
through by members of the Socialist 
Workers Party at the behest of their 
leadership. They seem to have been 
copied directly from their internal 
Party Notes, as resolutions from dif¬ 
ferent branches contain almost word 
for word the same fonnulations. 

It is quite painful, for example, to 
read through the 12 (!) motions oncli- 
mate change or the five dealing with 
the NHS and try to work out if there 
are any qualitative differences be¬ 
tween them (there aren’t). If the com¬ 
rades have attempted to give the 
impression that there is a healthy de¬ 
bate on these issues going on in Re¬ 
spect, they certainly have not 
succeeded. Quite the opposite. The 
duplicated motions give the impres¬ 
sion of an absence of real life and de¬ 
bate in the many Respect branches 
that are dominated by overwhelming 
SWP majorities. 

Secondly, there are a few motions 
that feel a little more real, and that 
seem to stem from branches with a 
larger proportion of non-SWP mem¬ 
bers. Maybe not enough to form a 
majority, but sufficient to shame 
SWPers into allowing more critical and 
uncomfortable motions to go through 
For example, there are a number that 
demand access to minutes of the na¬ 
tional council or the establishment of 
a regular newspaper. 

Thirdly, and very encouragingly, 
there are a handful of resolutions that 
more or less openly challenge the 
majority populist line and put forward 
principled politic s. The two CPGB mo¬ 
tions are part of this third trend (it 
looks as though they may yet see the 
light of day - see box), as are the two 
motions from Milton Keynes on im¬ 
migration and the accountability of 
elected Respect representatives. 

Unfortunately, those principled mo¬ 
tions are few and far between. The 
vast majority of the resolutions are 
either totally uncontroversial or sim¬ 
ply restate and reformulate existing 
policy. These are divided into eight 
themes andl will deal with them inthe 
order they appear on the list. 

Civil liberties 

The first of the 68 resolutions is 
highly confused and deserves a de¬ 
tailed look. It has been submitted by 
Respect national council and deals 
with the inability of the anti-terror leg¬ 
islation to get to the roots of terror¬ 
ism. It starts well enough by noting 
that “the struggles for the right to 
self-determination and struggles from 
oppression cannot be deemed illegiti¬ 
mate”. Agreed. 

But then it goes on to state that 
“domination, discrimination and deni¬ 
gration of groups and individuals are 
always causes and sometimes justifi¬ 
cation for terrorism”. Now this is far 
from clear, since it appears to say that 
terrorism can sometimes be justified. 
But then the motion goes onto de¬ 
scribe how the national council thinks 
“terrorism can ultimately be defeated” 
(“by strengthening liberty and not 
weakening if’) and that Respect will 
“expose and fight against all, whether 
it be individual criminals or the gov¬ 
ernment, that seek to threaten our 
democracy and values.” 


The above sentence also gives a 
taste of the rather sickening descrip¬ 
tion in this motion of a classless soci¬ 
ety, where Respect will “fight against 
all who seek to divide and bring hatred 
to the harmony and diversity that is 
Britain ” (my emphasis). And: Respect 
will “struggle to ensure that the demo¬ 
cratic beliefs and values that define 
who we are as a country also dictate 
how we behave to other countries”. 

And where do we “as a country” 
get these democratic beliefs from? 
Wait for it... “The fragile existence of 
democracy, and the very progress of 
moral civilisation itself, has always 
been predicated on the people’s strug¬ 
gle for liberty and the defeat of injus¬ 
tice, [which] sums up the sacrifices 
made by our forefathers during the 
Second World Wen■" (my emphasis). 

Reading the beginning of the sen¬ 
tence, I thought for a moment the 
comrades who drafted the motion 
were about to refer to the heroic work¬ 
ing class struggles of the past that 
have led to the limited democracy and 
improved working conditions we ‘en¬ 
joy’ today: the Chartist movement, the 
Levellers, the Russian Revolution, the 
general strike of 1926, etc. It is quite 
unbelievable that they should be ac¬ 
tively praising the part played by Brit¬ 
ain in the slaughter of millions of 
people, which had nothing to do with 
‘liberating Germany’ or ‘saving the 
Jews’ and everything to do with pro¬ 
tecting imperialist interests. 

This motion is devoid of any class 
content and simply appeals to the 
good-hearted people of Britain (all of 
them) to go back to how it used to be 
- when we were all nice to each other, 
uniting with Churchill and the capital¬ 
ists to save civilisation. 

Undoubtedly, the SWP leadership 
has played an active part in drawing 
up this drivel in order to please the 
phantom right wing in Respect, oth¬ 
erwise they would have simply used 
their majority on the national council 
to vote against it... wouldn’t they? 
Hopefully the comrades are planning 
to put forward a series of amend¬ 
ments. I cannot imagine that SWP 
rank and file members will be told to 
vote through such crap. 

A few other motions under the 
heading of ‘civil liberties’ are gener¬ 
ally supportable, particular a rather 
goodonefromSouthBirmingham (mo¬ 
tion 4). This calls on conference to 
“unreservedly condemn the July ter¬ 
rorist attacks on London”, goes on to 
say that “those carrying out such ter¬ 
rorist attacks are enemies of us all” 
and rejects the attempts to 
“criminalise support for legitimate na¬ 
tional liberation struggles”. 

Motion 5 (also from South Birming- 
ham) is more problematic. Itoffers un¬ 
questionable support for, and defence 
of, “the ideals of multi cultural ism”, 
which it says “aspire to treat all com¬ 
munities and cultures with equal re¬ 
spect”. In reality official 
multiculturalism leads to scenes like 
those we have just seen in Birming¬ 
ham. Communists should strive for 
positive and voluntary assimilation of 
peoples, not celebrate their continued 
existence as separate, often isolated 
communities. Multiculturalism is in re¬ 
ality weakening and dividing our 
forces. 

Other resolutions in this section are 
uncontentious: for the right to protest 


against arms manufacture; opposition 
to shoot-to-kill and to Guantanamo 
Bay concentration camp. However, 
the latter motion is wortha quick com¬ 
ment, because it again reflects a move 
away from class politics. Tire com¬ 
rades from Brighton and Hove state 
that the camp should be shut down 
immediately, because it “is a travesty 
of natural and international norms of 
justice” (motion 8). 

What the hell is “natural” justice? 
The law of the jungle perhaps? Sur¬ 
vival of the fittest? And who currently 
defines “international norms”? Cer¬ 
tainly not the proletariat - which is why 
“justice” is in such short supply. 

Climate change 

This is the most painful section. Appar¬ 
ently, it needs the weight of 12 resolu¬ 
tions to ensure Respect’s participation 
in the December 3 demonstration 
against climate change. 

The comrades know “that anthro¬ 
pogenetic global warming is an un¬ 
deniable reality” (motion 13), that 
there is “overwhelming evidence for 
the existence and scale of the prob¬ 
lem” (motion 9), that it is “one of the 
biggest threats facing humanity” 
(motion 16) and that something 
needs to be done “before future 
generations curse us” (motion 18). 

And the solution? “Enforce the 
Kyoto protocol” and/or “draw up new 
international protocols”; push through 
“energy-saving strategies” for busi¬ 
nesses and private households; nation¬ 
alise Rover and let the workforce 
“produce wind turbines and solar pan¬ 
els”, etc. 

Not only are there a lot of unrecog¬ 
nised scientists and experts amongst 
the Respect membership who are ab¬ 
solutely sure that the dramatic fluctua¬ 
tions of temperatures encountered in 
the past are totally different from what 
is happening today. They are also ut¬ 
terly convinced that climate change 
never occurs through natural proc¬ 
esses and that its effects must always 
be unpalatable. 

Iraq, the warand the 
occupation 

The national council’s resolution on 
this question is a little pointless, as it is 
largely a restatement of existing policy. 
However, the interesting thing about 
it is the absence of a certain three-let¬ 
ter word. 

In the Stop the War Coalition, the 
comrades of the SWP have dumped the 
demand for ‘troops out now’ in favour 
of the less controversial ‘troops out by 
Christmas’ (which was one of the slo¬ 
gans of the September 24 anti-war dem¬ 
onstration). This was done to appease 
the left Labourites in the STWC who 
wanted to draw attention to the fact that 
the UN mandate for the occupation 
‘runs out’ in Decemba - . Ofcourse, it also 
creates the dangerous illusion that im¬ 
perialism has some kind of progressive 
roleto play in Iraq and that it might need 
to stay longer to ‘finish the job’. 

There are no serious left Labourites 
involved in Respect, however. None 
that could put that much pressure on 
the SWP. That begs the question as to 
why the comrades feel it is unnecessary 
or undesirable to demand “an immedi¬ 
ate withdrawal of occupying forces”, as 
does Cambridge (motion 22) 

In addition Cambridge specifically 


calls for support for three organisa¬ 
tions: “The Organisation of Women’s 
Freedom in Iraq, the Union of the Un¬ 
employed and the General Union of Oil 
Employees”. The first two organisa¬ 
tions are closely linked to the Worker- 
communist Party of Iraq - not an 
organisation that the SWP is particu¬ 
larly keen on. Scandalously, SWP 
members recently walked out of the 
NUS conference when WCPI member 
Houzan Mahmoud delivered a speech 
(see Weekly Worker April 15). No 
doubt, this motion will be vigorously 
opposed by the SWP. 

National Health Service 

Should Respect affiliate to the ‘Keep 
our NHS public’ campaign? Maybe it 
should, seeing as six resolutions repeat 
the same suggestion almost word for 
word. The motions (23-27) call for op¬ 
position to the dismantling of the NHS 
and demand that the NHS should be 
free at the point of delivery, publicly 
owned, democratically accountable to 
the public and that it should directly 
employ NHS workers. One resolution 
would surely have been sufficient 

Building Respect 

Hero it gets (a bit)more interesting.This 
is the area the comrades from the In¬ 
ternational Socialist Group have con¬ 
centrated their fire on. Well, it’s more a 
case of lobbing a few paper darts, ac¬ 
tually. The comrades ’ resolution (which 
was adopted in slightly altered form by 
three branches) gushes about “our 
success in the general election”, which 
has given Respect a “remarkable pub¬ 
lic profile” and the “unique opportu¬ 
nity to build itself into a veiy significant 
organisation”. 

It goes on to suggest that Respect 
could be transformed into a “mass 
membership organisation” by ensuring 
“that local branches develop strong 
and regular campaigning activities” 
and that Respect “prioritises recruit¬ 
ment, expanding its activities and sta¬ 
bilising its finances”. It wants to see 
“further editions of the successful Re¬ 
spect tabloid paper” and seeks “to 
strengthen the national office and 
press and publicity profile between 
elections”. 

Why anybody should bother to 
write such non-committal platitudes is 
beyond me. What kind of “tabloid pa¬ 
per”? How often should it come out? 
Should it maybe contain debates on 
the political questions where Respect 
members disagree? 

And how exactly do we make Re¬ 
spect “as open and inclusive as pos¬ 
sible”? The comrades are certainty not 
leading by example: they have not ex¬ 
actly fallen over themselves to chal¬ 
lenge the ridiculous ban on our 
motions (Alan Thomett, one of their 
representative on the Respect execu¬ 
tive even refuses to discuss Respect 
with us). 

Rather more interesting and con¬ 
crete is the resolution from Green¬ 
wich and Lewisham (motion 30). It 
starts off by distancing the movers 


from unnamed ‘troublemakers’: 
“Conference 2004 is to be congratu¬ 
lated for arriving at a set of policies 
which constrain [!] Respect to a pro¬ 
gressive, socialist agenda while not 
alienating any of the individuals and 
groips which have made significant 
contributions to this coalition”. The 
only ones who may feel ‘alienated’ 
are those that never make “signifi¬ 
cant contributions” - such as putting 
forward principled working class poli¬ 
tics, obviously. 

Having put some clear water be¬ 
tween themselves and the likes of the 
CPGB, the comrades then propose a 
rather uncomfortable set of organi¬ 
sational measures, which throw an 
embarrassing light on an organisa¬ 
tion with next to no internal democ¬ 
racy: there should be a “formal 
mechanism” to submit motions to the 
national council, whose minutes 
“should be made available to all 
groips”, for example. The comrades 
also suggest that “groups should be 
provided with space on the Respect 
website”. 

And something a little more basic: 
“Members’ details, and updates to 
them provided by groups, should be 
stored centrally in a database as soon 
as they are received.” Brilliant. 

Trade unions 

Another set of SWP-inspired resolu¬ 
tions, I’m afraid (nos 32-36). Appar¬ 
ently, it needs half a dozen conference 
motions to organise a Respect trade 
union conference in 2006. And, yes, 
we all agree that the anti-trade union 
laws should be repealed, that second¬ 
ary strike action should not be illegal 
and that the Gate Gourmet workers de¬ 
serve our support. 

Constitution, manifesto 
and interna I affairs 

In order to “ensure and to demon¬ 
strate openness and accountability 
within the party”, Calderdale branch 
wants the national office to “produce 
a quarterly bulletin for members that 
will inform members regarding deci¬ 
sions made by national council” (mo¬ 
tion 37). That would be a good start, 
but why not report on all meetings as 
they happen? However, this half¬ 
hearted motion certainly reflects how 
out of the loop many Respect mem¬ 
bers feel. 

Motion38 from Camden and Bamet 
wants Respect to be “recognised as 
the most democratic, transparent and 
pluralist organisation with the wider 
labour movement”. Quite away to go 
there, I would suggest The concrete 
suggestions are entirely supportable, 
however: observers should be al¬ 
lowed to attend meetings of the na¬ 
tional council; reports of meetings of 
the national committee and the na¬ 
tional officers group should be circu¬ 
lated and more information made 
available on Respect’s website. Mean¬ 
while, motion 39 fromOxford wants “a 
regular national publication”. 
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principle 


While such motions reveal a desire 
to transform Respect into a more 
healthy organisation, there are very 
few that attempt to get to the root of 
the problem: Respect is a deeply 
populist formation, run by revolution¬ 
ary Marxists who are hurtling away 
from Marxism, while at the same time 
claiming to remain true to their ideals. 
So, in order to maintain such an im¬ 
possible balancing act, critical voices 
like ourselves have to be silenced as 
far as possible. So fragile is the SWP 
that it simply cannot afford to allow 
anything more than token account¬ 
ability. 

No doubt then as to what will hap¬ 
pen to the excellent motion 41 from 
Milton Keynes, which wants to see 
“elected Respect representatives” 
bound “by the decisions and policies 
of conference and between that the 
national council”. If they disagree with 
a policy, they should “seek to overturn 
it” and, if that does not succeed. Re¬ 
spect representatives “should put for¬ 
ward Respect policy and vote 
accordingly - but can make clear that 
their own view differs from that”. 

This is a straightforward and very 
democratic resolution that would gp 


some way to avoid the danger of 
careerists standing for Respect sim¬ 
ply to further their own aims. 

Electoral strategy 

Respect should update its election 
manifesto; raising the retirement agg is 
a disgrace; Asbos should be abolished 
and the travelling community de¬ 
fended. Motions 42-51 are all un- 
controversial. 

Then follow a couple more interest¬ 
ing ones on immigration and 
deportations. Motion 52 (Milton 
Keynes) is wrong in my view to de¬ 
scribe all immigration controls as “es¬ 
sentially racisf’. However, the spirit of 
the motion is certainly supportable and 
it ends with “Respect advocates a 
policy of ending all UK immigration 
controls”, ensuring that “refugees and 
other immigrants are welcome here”. 

This is still official SWPpolicy. How¬ 
ever, in various branches around the 
country, the same comrades have 
voted down a similar resolution from 
the CPGB. Some SWPers “now genu¬ 
inely seem to oppose the position they 
held regarding immigration controls 
only a couple of years ago”, as Lee 
Rock stated following a recent meeting 


in Sheffield ( Weekly Worker October 

20 ). 

The SWP majority in Sheffield pre¬ 
ferred instead to propose a motion 
which argues in favour of the rights of 
a particular group: “Iraqi Kurds” 
should not be deported (motion 53). 
Quite right. But what about people 
being deported to war-tom Afghani¬ 
stan? And do we not care about the 
“plight and humanity” of those from 
Zimbabwe or Sudan? And is it OK to 
send back people to Ethiopia, Malawi 
or China - because, after all, these are 
just ‘economic refugees’? 

Quite clearly, the logic of such a reso¬ 
lution leads to the principled demand for 
‘open borders’ - for the right of every 
human being to work, settle and live 
wherever they want. The current Re¬ 
spect policy clearly skirts around the 
issue: it merely “defends the rights of 
asylum-seekers and refugees to politi¬ 
cal asylum”. It implicitly sanctions the 
right of capital to pick and choose ‘use¬ 
ful’ migrants like nurses or IT workers, 
while ignoring our brothers and sisters 
across theworldwho may chooseto flee 
the poverty and misery that capital has 
heaped upon them. 


Lesbian and gay rights 

The section on electoral policy also 
contains four interesting resolutions 
on lesbian, gay, bisexual and 
transgender (LGBT) rights, which have 
been sponsored by the ISG. All four are 
- to varying degrees - critical of the fact 
that LGBT rights were Teftout’ ofRe- 
spect’s election manifesto. Apparently, 
SWP members in local branches were 
too embarrassed to vote against the 
short motions. And maybe some 
shared the view that it was “unaccept¬ 
able” to ‘forget’ about this issue. 

Of course, this was no simple over¬ 
sight on the part of the Respect lead¬ 
ership. It has been a hotly contested 
issue, ever since leading SWPer 
Lindsey German announced at Marx¬ 
ism 2003: “I’m in favour of defending 
gay rights, but I am not prepared to 
have it as a shibboleth” (see Weekly 
Worker July 10 2003). This was fol- 
lowedbyGeoige Galloway’s interview 
with the Independent on Sunday in 
which Respect’s most prominait mem¬ 
ber volunteered the information that he 
was opposed to a woman’s right to 
choose an abortion. 

The current Respect policy was ac¬ 
cepted at the 2004 conference (as a 
counter to a CPGB motion): “Respect 
opposes any change in legislation that 
restricts abortion rights and defends 
the right to choose.” Needless to say, 
there is currently no right to choose - 
our resolution was voted down pre¬ 
cisely because it called not only for the 
defence, but an extension, of current 


legislation to make that right real. 

The discussion over LGBT rights 
neatly symbolises the debacle that is 
Respect: a popular front, in which the 
SWP as by far the largest component 
subordinates itself to the perceived 
politics of petty bourgeois forces from 
the muslim community. No attempt is 
made to convince politicised muslims 
of the validity and necessity of the 
Marxist programme. Class struggle is 
not even mentioned. Instead, plati¬ 
tudes and appeals to ‘decency’ are 
being put forward. 

If this tactic had been successful 
and thousands of people from a 
marginalised section of society had 
been recruited to Respect, then at least 
we could acknowledge some sort of 
rationale behind this trajectory. But it 
quite clearly does not work and, al¬ 
most without exception, Respect 
branches have attracted very little by 
way of new forces. 

Opportunism has failed to deliver. 
But, unfortunately, there is no sign that 
the SWP is about to change tack • 


Form a Respect 
left opposition 

Conference fringe meeting 
Saturday November 19 
6pm, Lucas Arms, 

245 a Grays Inn Road, 
London WC1. 


Ireland 

Tug of war for mantle of 
respectable republicanism 


T he south of Ireland is experienc¬ 
ing a renaissance in constitu¬ 
tional nationalism. 

Following in the well-trodden foot¬ 
steps of the heroes of the civil war, of 
those who fought in the 1916 Easter 
Rising Gerry Adams and theSinn Fein 
leadership are rapidly transfonning 
themselves into a successful main¬ 
stream bourgeois party. Irish histori¬ 
cal experience has illustrated plainly 
how, in the absence of an independ¬ 
ent working class alternative, the revo¬ 
lutionary struggle for national 
self-determination will inevitably 
reach an impasse. Now, as in the 1920s 
and 30s, it has resulted in the creation 
o f yet another generation of bour¬ 
geois politicians. And although Gerry 
Adams and Martin McGuinness are 
convinced that they are a new and 
radical phenomenon, in reality history 
is repeating itself. 

Looking back at previous govern¬ 
ment leaders provides an interesting 
insight into how once revolutionary re¬ 
publicans made the transition and be¬ 
came often deeply reactionary 
bourgeois politicians. Eamonde Valera 
is a good case in point. He began his 
political life as a progressive. A mem¬ 
ber of the Irish Volunteers, he played a 
leading role in the 1916 rising and nar¬ 
rowly escaped death by a British firing 
squad He was a Sinn Fein candidate 
in the 1918 all-Ireland elections. He then 
went on to oppose the 1921 Anglo-Irish 
Treaty which divided Ireland, and 
fought in the civil war. 

With the division of Ireland, how¬ 
ever, de Valera founded Fianna Fail 
and was to spend 27 years in govern¬ 
ment either as taoiseach (prime minis¬ 
ter) or president. He became the 
antithesis of all that he had stood for 
as a volunteer. The 1916 Proclamation 


of Ireland declared for a republic that 
would guarantee “religious and civil 
liberty, equal rights and equal oppor¬ 
tunities to all its citizens”. In power de 
Valera personified and built one of the 
most backward-looking and repres¬ 
sive states in Europe at the time - a 
priest-ridden society. As Connolly 
had predicted, a carnival of reaction 
was created north and south 

Another comrade in arms, Sean 
Lemas, also fought on the barricades 
in 1916. He too went onto fight in the 
1921 civil war against the imperialist 
division of Ireland. Followingthe suc¬ 
cess of the British-backed pro-parti¬ 
tion forces, he joined de Valera in 
founding Fianna Fail and worked 
alongside him in solidifying the gov¬ 
erning party and the free state itself. 
He succeeded de Valera as taoiseach 
in 1959 when the latter went on to 
become president. Both men repre¬ 
sented a kind of republican dynasty. 
A governing elite. Theirs was a pro¬ 
tectionist, catholic Ireland, where the 
working class was forced to put up or 
leave - as they did in their droves. 

Today Fianna Fail is still the main 
party of government, and a deeply un¬ 
popular one. The Celtic tiger has not 
produced wealth and well-being for all 
its citizens. The already puny health 
service has been run down and the 
majority of working class people are 
finding the soaring cost of living im¬ 
possible to cope with ‘Rip-off Ireland’ 
is a major problem even for the middle 
classes, who initially benefited from 
the boom in the Irish economy. Mean¬ 
while the government awards itself 
huge salaries - the most recent hike in 
July bringing taoiseach Bertie Ahern’s 
take-home pay to *253,000, with the 
rest of his ministers not far behind On 
top of that there are the ever-recurring 


corruption scandals involving Fianna 
F ail ministers and the ir friends. Inquiry 
after inquiry is ordered into large 
amounts of money changing hands in 
extremely dubious circumstances. 

And Fianna F ail is no stranger to 
sleaze. Former leaders Charles 
Haughey and Albert Reynolds were 
notorious for their grubby wheeling 
and dealing. Despite this, the lack of 
any effective opposition has assured 
it almost permanent governance in re¬ 
cent years. But, unable to win an ab¬ 
solute majority, it has had to rely on 
coalitions with smaller parties. Previ¬ 
ously, this had not caused the leader¬ 
ship any real problems. Butnow, with 
Sinn Fein on the rise, there is disquiet 
in the ranks. SF now has five TDs 
(MPs) and almost 140 councillors in 
the south. It is predicted that the 
number of TDs will rise to at least 15 
following the next general election, ex¬ 
pected in 2007. 

Gerry Adams has made it clear that 
his ambition is to see his party in 
power in the north and south. He be¬ 
rates F ianna Fail for selling out on its 
previous commitment to a united Ire¬ 
land and claims that the Sinn Fein of 
today is the only genuine successor 
to that originally formed in 1895. In his 
speech to the SF ard fheis (confer¬ 
ence) earlier this year, he argued that 
the “freedom won by those who gave 
their lives in 1916 and in other periods 
has been squandered by those who 
attained political power on their 
backs” (www.sinnfein.ie). Sinn Fein 
claims that it stands for an “Ireland of 
equals” and attacks the government 
from the left on social questions. Un¬ 
like Fianna Fail it claims to be continu¬ 
ing its struggle against British 
imperialism. And it remains, unlike 
F ianna Fail, an all-Ireland party. 


All of this has been too much for 
Ahem. In his speech last week to his 
own party’s ard fheis he pledged to re¬ 
introduce a military parade to mark 
Easter 1916. He declared that the ‘Irish 
people need to reclaim the spirit of 
1916, which is not the property of those 
who have abused and debased the ti¬ 
tle of republicanism” ( Irish Times Oc¬ 
tober 22). He is determined that the 
annual commemoration should no 
longer be “hijacked by the IRA and 
S inn Fein” {ibid). An annual military 
demonstration was held until 1970, 
when the Irish government ditched it, 
as ‘the troubles’ erupted in the north. 
Obviously they wanted no connection 
with the actual living anned struggle for 
self-detennination. Now with the ‘anns 
taken out of Irish politics’ and the 
shadow of Sinn Fein looming, donning 
the mantle of republicanism is consid¬ 
ered not only safe, but highly desirable. 

In the intervening period, the Easter 
1916 commemoration took on a new, far 
more militant meaning-asymbol ofsoli- 
darity with the struggle in the north. Cer¬ 
emonies in the south were led by the 
armed outlawed republican movement. 
Men and women marehed in balaclavas 
and dark glasses. Republicans saw it as 
an important date to restate their com¬ 
mitment to the armed struggle. The re¬ 
sistance of Bobby Sands and the 
hunger strikers and the bravery of the 
working class republican movement in 
the north was venerated Now, with the 
decommissioning of IRA weapons, 
things seem very different. 

With Sinn Fein painting itself as the 
only party from the republican tradi¬ 
tion that still fights for a united Ireland, 
the tug of war over respectable repub¬ 
licanism is set to take shape over the 
next years. SF has a distinct advan¬ 
tage over the government despite the 


Ulster Bank theft scandal and the kill¬ 
ing of Robert McCartney. Compared 
to the present incumbents, Adams 
and McGuinness seem like honest 
and trustworthy politicians. They are 
a clean pair of hands. 

But what has all of this to do with the 
working class? Sinn Fein is clearly not a 
working class party, although it has 
support in many working dass areas in 
the south. And, of course, it supports 
the existing institutions of the state. It 
wants more equality and fairness, but 
so apparently does Bertie Ahem. Once 
in a position of real power SF is bound 
to behave just like those it now opposes 
- that is the logic of capitalism. The only 
really radical thing about Sinn Fein is its 
history - it once stood for the armed 
struggle against British imperialism. 

It is all very well to criticise the Sinn 
Fein leadership for selling out But at the 
end of the day we cannot expect any¬ 
thin g more o f n at io nalis ts, no mat ter how 
democratic their demands. However, we 
are not nationalists - our struggle is for 
the unity of the working class, not the 
unity of a nation Yet unity around trade 
union questions - as proposed by most 
ofthe ecanomi Stic left - can only be fleet¬ 
ing and illusory. It is only on the basis 
of resolving the national question that 
genuine working class unity can be 
achieved 

That is why we must strive to bring 
together republican and unionist work¬ 
ers around a democratic, working class 
programme that aims to reassure both 
catholic-Irish andBritish-Irish that nei¬ 
ther will suffer oppression based on 
nationality in a future Ireland. That 
means a united, federal Ireland, in 
which the British-lrish minority has the 
right to self-determination in a one- 
county, four-half-county province • 
Anne Me Shane 
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EARTHQUAKE SOLIDARITY 

Ovganising from below 

Farooq Tariq, general secretary of the Labour Party Pakistan, responds to our request for information on the relief 
efforts of the left, and comments on the religious charity, Islamic Relief, favoured by the Socialist Workers Party 



W hile Islamic Relief was the 
first organisation to reach 
the affected area of 
Muzafar Garh, I think the left in the 
UK should help organisations like 
ours, which was the first to reach 
certain areas of Kashmir. The UK 
left should aid alternative organisa¬ 
tions that are not based on religion. 
We in the Labour Party Pakistan 
have a policy of not working with 
the fundamentalist organisations 
and this has helped the LPP to build 
an alternative platform. 

So far, we have sent relief goods 
collected from within Pakistan worth 
four million ripees ($66,600) to the 
devastated areas. No other left 
group in Pakistan has raised that 
much inside the country. Now the 
LPP is busy in negotiations with 
others to build 100 houses in one 
area of Kashmir. 

The LPP initially started the La¬ 
bour Relief Campaign, but has now 
become involved in a broader or¬ 
ganisation. On October 16, several 
political and social groups got to¬ 
gether in Lahore to fonn the Citizens 
Relief Committee. The main purpose 
of the CRC is to help the earthquake 
victims with relief, rebabilitationand 
reconstruction work. It was felt that 
a coordinated effort is a must to aid 
the victims in more effective manner. 

There was a tremendous re¬ 
sponse from people all over Paki¬ 
stan after the earthquake. But the 
difficulty in delivering reliefinamore 
coordinated manner became appar¬ 
ent in the first few days. Most of the 
organisations involved in the CRC 
had been doing relief work from day 
one, but there was no common citi¬ 
zens’ response to this, the most dis¬ 
astrous incident in the whole 
history of Pakistan. It was also felt 
that there were prominent individu¬ 
als who have the ability, credibility 
and potential to do this relief and 
rehabilitation work. They must be 
brought into a network where their 
expertise could be used in a more ef¬ 
fective manner. 

It was decided that the relief and 
rehabilitation work would be carried 
out in a targeted way, according to 
our capacity to do the job. The de¬ 
struction is on massive scale and 
we had no choice but to restrict 
ourselves to two selected areas. It 
was also agreed that the most down¬ 
trodden people would be the first 


ones we would help. 

After some discussion, it was de¬ 
cided upon Paniloa town in the 
Rawalkot district of Kashmir, and 
some isolated villages in the Balakot 
district in North West Frontier Prov¬ 
ince (NWFP). Paniola is a small 
town, 12 kilometres from Balakot. 
There are 38 villages nearby, located 
on both sides - upward on the moun- 
tains and downward to wards the 
valley. The damage from the Octo¬ 
ber 8 earthquake was colossal. We 
estimate that the total number of 
casualties in this area, where there 
are around 62,000 registered votes, 
is nearly 350. In addition almost all 
the houses have either been de¬ 
stroyed or damaged. 

It is mainly an area comprising 
working people. Some have gone to 
the Middle East and many to other 
parts of Pakistan in search of work. 
There are very few who could be re¬ 
garded as rich or even middle class. 
There is no industry in the area, the 
main work being petty trading and 
selling milk and goats. Some also 
sell grass. 

Most of the people have to live 
outside their demolished houses 
and some have tents. Many have 
made some sort of shelter from blan¬ 


kets and sheets. But the winter is ap¬ 
proaching and the situation will get 
worse. For the first twodays, no help 
arrived from anywhere, although 
several truckloads of supplies 
passed on route for Rawalkot and 
Bagh This was a great cause of frus¬ 
tration for the villagers. 

Nisar Shah, the Labour Party Pa¬ 
kistan chairperson, comes from this 
area, although he is now a practis¬ 
ing advocate in Karachi. He was 
able to come here on October 9. The 
first help, sent by the Labour Relief 
Campaign from Lahore, arrived on 
October 11. This was followed by 
several more trucks. Several volun¬ 
teers from Lahore LPP stayed for a 
few days to help survey the area 
and distribute supplies. 

The settingup of local committees 
remained just an idea until the arrival 
of the first relief truck on October 11. 
Previously the locals suspected this 
might just be talk. But since then 13 
village committees have been set 
up, with a central relief committee 
now working under the name of the 
Citizens Relief Committee and 
headed by Nisar Shah. A team of 10 
members from Lahore visited the 
area on October 18. It needs imme¬ 
diate and long-term relief and reha¬ 
bilitation work, with shelter, food 
and medicine the immediate priori¬ 
ties. 

After the initial relief efforts by the 
CRC, it was decided to go for reha¬ 
bilitation. There was a suggestion 
that community centres should be 
built, which will include schools and 
medical facilities. Itwas also decided 
to build houses in the target areas. 

The other focal area of our work 
is in the NWFP. In the villages of 
Sanghar, Kashian, Bhanghian and 
Josach in the Balakot district, one of 
the worst hit areas, there are 80% 
casualties and 100% destruction of 
houses. These villages are around 
30 kilometres from Balakot city. 
Some aid finally arrived after five 
days - the Labour Relief Campaign 
being the first to reach the area on 
October 13. 

Here too, a local relief committee 
has been established to help coor¬ 
dinate the work, although teams 


from China and the army have now 
reached the area and provided some 
tents, food and medicine. 

We have sent nine truckloads of 
food, tents, medicine, blankets and 
clothes. These have been distrib¬ 
uted by the local committees and by 
the volunteersof Labour Relief Cam¬ 
paign. We have established a tem¬ 
porary office and a store in Paniola. 
Here we are still the only ones help¬ 
ing. Every day, dozens of village 
people - from the mountains and the 
valley - come to the office to ask for 
help. 

Organisations involved in the Citi¬ 
zens Relief Committee are: Labour 
Party Pakistan, Foundation for De¬ 


mocracy Pakistan, Labour Education 
Foundation Pakistan, National 
Trade Union Federation Pakistan, 
Women Workers Help Line, The 
Helpers. The Labour Education 
Foundation office will be temporar¬ 
ily used for the contacts and meet¬ 
ings • 


Contact details 

Furrukh Sohail Goindi, Labour 
Education Foundation, Sufi Man¬ 
sion, 7 Egerton Road, Lahore, Pa¬ 
kistan. Tel: +92 42 630 3808; fax; 
+92 42 627 1149; 
lef@lef.org.pk; www.lef.orgpk. 



The CPGB also received responses 
from two other organisations 

Com munist Party of Pakistan 

There are four main leftist parties that have been involved in earth¬ 
quake relief in Pakistan: 

1. The Communist Party of Pakistan (CPP). After the partition of 
India it was realised by the Communist Party of India that there 
should be a separate Communist Party for the newly bom Paki¬ 
stan. Thus the CPP came into being at the 1948 congress of the 
CPI in Kolkata. In 1954 the CPP was banned, as the Pakistan gov¬ 
ernment was allied with the US imperialists. It worked under¬ 
ground till 1986. Meanwhile it faced all kinds of repression: its 
two senior comrades were brutally killed in anny custody, while 
many were tortured and kept in jail by the successive army re¬ 
gimes. The CPP believes in Marxism-Leninism and follows the 
Leninist concept of the cadre party organisation. It adheres to a 
four-point agenda: 

• Struggle against imperialism 

• Struggle against feudalism 

• Struggle against the rule of the military and bureaucracy 

• Struggle against fundamentalism 

Its present general secretary is comrade Imdad Qazi. 

2. National Workers Party. This party was founded by the merger of 
the Socialist Party and some members of the CPP, who left the mother 
party after the debacle of the Soviet Union. This party has a loose 
organisation and is seeking a new interpretation of Marxism. They 
have a soft spot for the present army regime. Its president is Abid 
Hasan Minto. 

3. Communist Mazdoor Kisan Party (workers’ and peasants’ party). 
This was fonned against the background of the Sino-Soviet differ¬ 
ences and the consequent international split in the communist move¬ 
ment. They claim to be Maoist and have a fraternal relationship with 
Indian and Nepali Maoists. There was a split in this party two years 
back and the splinter group calls itself the Mazdoor Kisan Party. 

4. Trotskyites. Four groups are operating in Pakistan: 

(a) Class Struggle group, working within the Pakistan Peoples Party. 

(b) Labour Party (Farooq Tariq group). 

(c) Labour Party (Shoeb Bhatti group). 

[both Labour Parties are actually NGOs] 

(d) Intellectual groups, which do not involve themselves in any po¬ 
litical activity. 

All of these groups and parties are involved in the relief activity 
following the recent earthquake disaster in one way or another. 

ManssorSaeed 

Foreign committee 


International Socialist (Pakistan affiliate of 
the International Socialist Tendency, the 
SWP’s international grouping) 

We have not heard of Islamic Relief, but we would suggest that you 
keep your distance from them, for their operations appear from their 
website to be in places where jihadis dominate. If they are in Paki¬ 
stan, we will certainly keep our distance. 

Sartaj Khan 

For a full list of working class organisations 
working in Pakistan, please check out our 
website 
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Workers of the world, unite! 
(except in Pakistan - and indeed 
anywhere else) 


Ted Crawford of the Revolutionary 
History editorial board highlights the 
shameful duplication of socialist effort in 
the race to aid earthquake victims 


I have become very interested in 
the Pakistani earthquake and 
the response to it, since my eld¬ 
est daughter is working as a volun¬ 
teer with Oxfam in Kashmir dealing 
with the horrors. To my amazement 
I have found that there are no less 
than four quite distinct efforts to 
help the victims by different Trot¬ 
skyist groups. There appear to be 
at least another two (see Weekly 
Worker website), but the situation 
at the moment as regards these four, 
representing the affiliates of one 
French and three British groups, is 
as follows. 

First, the Pakistani Struggle 
group, which is affiliated to the In¬ 
ternational Marxist Tendency (pre¬ 
viously the Committee for a Marxist 
International) - the tiny Grant- 
Woods tendency around Socialist 
Appeal in the UK This is the Paki¬ 
stan Trade Union Defence Campaign 
(PTUDC), whose details appear on 
www.marxist.com/pakistan-earth- 
quake-appeall01005.htm and to 
which you can send money by 
PayPal. This seems the most impor¬ 
tant of the purely Trotskyist efforts. 
It appears to have sent about 1 5- 
plus lorries with re lief supplies to the 
affected areas and also claims to 
have organised doctorsin four medi¬ 
cal teams plus supplies. Struggle has 
a number of good accounts and 
photographs on its website 
Second, the Committee for a 
Workers’ International, whose 
main affiliate is the Socialist Party, 
or Taaffe tendency, which calls it¬ 
self the Trade Union Rights Cam¬ 
paign Pakistan (TURCP). You can 
send money to the TURCP at PO 
Box 52135, London E9 5WR. It 
claims to have about seven to eight 
lorries with relief supplies to the 
affected areas, but the CWI has 
much less information about Paki¬ 
stan on its website than the Social¬ 
ist Appeal group. 

Thirdly, there is the Lambertist or¬ 
ganisation, which is very small in 
Pakistan, but has a presence in the 
trade unions. It asks for money and 
goods to be sent to the Working 
Women’s Organization (APTUF) at 
the following address: E5, 48/A, 
Rehmania Street, Zaman Colony, 
Cavalry Ground Extension, Lahore, 
Pakistan. 

Finally, the Socialist Workers 
Party is collectingmoney for Islamic 
Relief, which, judging by the infor¬ 
mation in the article in the Weekly 
Worker (October 20), is a charity 
best avoided by anyone with a tinc¬ 
ture of leftism - or indeed anyone 
who wants their money to get to the 
wretched people for whom it is sup¬ 
posedly destined. 


The divisions among these 
groups owe more to differences in 
Europe decades ago rather than in 
Pakistan today (that they have tac¬ 
tical differences in Pakistan, I know, 
but these I judge to be the effect 
rather that the cause of the separa¬ 
tion). Such divisions have very lit¬ 
tle to do with the appalling 
catastrophe affecting the people in 
the mountains. Indeed, in so far as 
different groups have a line on the 
effects of the earthquake, it appears 
to this untutored eye to be exactly 
the same for all of them. 

Let us return to first principles. 
Flow can we best help the class and 
the poor victims? First, there is 
clearly a need for unity and joint 
work. Because the PTUDC is obvi¬ 
ously the biggest and appears to be 
the most effective, perhaps the oth¬ 
ers should have thrown themselves 
into that. However, I greatly doubt 
whether the PTUDC ever asked 
them to do so, even if they should 
not have needed to be asked. And 
I suspect that the Struggle group 
made no efforts to involve the other 
leftists as well as Trotskyists in 
joint activity - in fact I doubt it even 
crossed their mind. Alas, I would 
guess all these groups have been 
too much infected from Europe by 
the syphilis/Aids of sectarianism. 

Yes, members of the British S WP, 
you are the biggest group in the 
UK, but the Struggle tendency with 
the PTUDC is the biggest in Paki¬ 
stan. (True, their Socialist Appeal 
affiliate here is a tiny group of old 
buffers - often as old as me.) 

Certain minimum demands 
should have been made - they are 
so obvious, they would hardly 
need to be agreed - such as open 
the borders, denounce corruption 
and government inaction, and 
thereafter people should have got 
down to it. Even from the crudest 
sectarian accounting point of view, 
there would be lots of contacts 
made with active, decent young 
people in the course of doing relief 
work - apart, that is, from actually 
helping the sufferers by digging 
latrines for them. And differences of 
approach between the groups 
could be argued about (if the vol¬ 
unteers had any energy left) in the 
evening. Such is often the best 
form of political education. 

It appears from the bourgeois 
press that all the efforts of the 
politicals and even the foreignNGOs 
are dwarfed by those of the various 
islamist charities. At least that is 
whatthey say (see ‘Extremists fill aid 
chasm after quake group banned in 
Pakistan dispenses relief’ Washing¬ 
ton Post October 16). Often the tone 



of these reports is rather hostile, and 
one cannot be sure that they have 
not exaggerated the role of the 
islamists for their own journalistic/ 
imperialist agendas. They also try to 
find something sinister in the fact 
that a few have been armed with re¬ 
volvers to protect the goods they 
were bringing in. 

Now I cannot say I have investi¬ 
gated the efforts of all the left ten¬ 
dencies as fully as I would like, 
since it is difficult at this distance 
to know exactly what is going on. 
At any rate I have given my money 
to the PTUDC, which seems to be 
both the largest and to have a good 
political line as regards opening the 
frontier with India to relief efforts. 
It also appears to have some sort of 
united front with some Indian 
leftwing MPs, including the Com¬ 
munist Party of India (Marxist), on 
the issue of opening the borders. 
That seems excellent to me, as does 


the guarding of its lorries from the 
lumpen thieves by squads ofYoung 
Socialists shouting “No to national 
war! No to religious war! Yes to 
class war!” 

Most of the other leftwing groups 
have very little about their contri¬ 
bution on their websites that I 
could find - although this does not 
mean to say they are making no ef¬ 
fort. However, the motives, inten¬ 
tion and general attitudes of the 
small Communist Mazdoor Kisan 
Party (CMKP) appear excellent, al¬ 
though, of course, much of its poli¬ 
tics is Stalinist garbage. The CMKP 
website contains a couple of very 
interesting accounts. The impres¬ 
sion they left was of absolute con¬ 
fusion and of a great hatred of the 
generals. They mention that the for¬ 
eign NGOs are closely controlled 
by the government 

Ihave my criticisms ofthePTUDC 
- in particular the fact that Alan 


Woods is being built up as a great 
guru with a somewhat pompous and 
overlong address to the people of 
Kashmir, which is at a prominent 
point on the www.marxist.com 
website. What is more, it is stated 
that this was read out to the com¬ 
rades at all 20-odd encampments 
where the CMI are working and 
greeted with loud applause. Quite ri¬ 
diculous. (I did pass this view of 
mine on to Alan and I have to admit 
I got a courteous note from him, 
thanking me for my money - even if 
he said nothing of my criticism.) 

Finally it will be said, who the hell 
is this Ted Crawford? What does he 
represent? I represent the Common- 
Sense Tendency, comrade. There 
are not many of us, it is true - and 
you can see how Musharref and 
the CIA are trembling in their shoes 
because of the activities of the 
Trotskyists. No wonder they do not 
bother about us • 


i Join the Respect Unity Coalition 


Complete this slip and send itto: 

Name 


Respect - The Unity Coalition 

Room 207, Coborn House 

3 Coborn Road, Bow 

Address 




London E3 2DA 

Town/city 


Include a cheque for a minimum of £10, 
or more if you wish to make a donation, 
payable to Unity Political Fund. 

Postcode Phone 


Email 
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BIRMINGHAM RIOTS _ 

Working class unity ■ 
not multiculturalism 



With class politics glaringly absent, official anti-racism breeds division 


T he rioting that broke out in the 
Lozells area of Birmingham over 
the weekend of October 22-23 
offers a disturbing insight into the 
fragmented nature of many working 
class communities in this country - 
and the pathetically inadequate re¬ 
sponse of the left. 

The disturbances appear to have 
been caused by rumours, so far un¬ 
substantiated, that a teenage Jamai¬ 
can girl had been gang-raped by a 
group of young Pakistani men. Sub¬ 
sequently, hundreds of riot police 
flooded the district. Scores of people 
have been injured - there have been 
two stabbings, three shootings and 
one young man killed As for the pur¬ 
ported victim, she was thought to 
have been assaulted after she was 
caught stealing from an Asian-owned 
store. However, she is yet to come 
forward to give her version of events 
- she may be anillegalimmigrant who 
fears deportation. 

Kbalid Mahmood, Labour MP for 
this constituency, has blamed a “small 
group” of people “predominantly 
from outside the area” - the standard 
idiot response of establishment poli¬ 
ticians. We need a more serious ap¬ 
proach. However difficult it is to 
ascertain the exact nature of these 
particular disturbances, a picture 
emerges from large parts of Birming¬ 
ham of a working class ethnically and 
‘racially’ fractured that spontaneous¬ 
ly divides along these sectional lines 
when confrontation flares. Class pol¬ 
itics is glaringly absent 
What has replaced it? The politics 
of‘diversity’, ‘difference’ and ‘multi- 
culuralism’. As The Guardian points 
out, “Where 30 years ago ‘black’ of¬ 
ten sufficed to cover both black and 
Asian communities - each seeking to 
resist whiteracism - nowmultiple iden¬ 
tities and communities have emerged: 
Africans have separated from Afro- 
Caribbeans; Somalis from Yemenis; 
Yemenis themselves into three 
groups; Asians into even more - mus- 
lim, hindu, Sikh, with a succession of 
sub-groups” (October 24). 

Much of the revolutionary left has 
unconsciously aided this process of 
disintegration. Not simply through its 
dunderhead economism, but also by 
consciously attempting to compete 
with the ruling class for a fonn of ide¬ 
ology that now belongs to it ‘ Multi¬ 
culturalism’ has been promoted by the 
left as synonymous with anti-racism - 
and counterposed to the supposedly 
‘racist’ ideology of mainstream estab¬ 
lishment politics, despite all the evi¬ 
dence to the contrary. 

As Socialist Woiker put it, the ex¬ 
perience of multiculturalism has been 
“overwhelmingly positive” (Decem¬ 
ber 21 2001)-it is “the desire to live in 
a society rich with cultures and peo¬ 
ples from across the world” (April 17 
2004). 

In fact, the establishment’s official 
ideology now is multiculturalist anti¬ 
racism. Why? Simply because it di¬ 
vides the working class into 
innumerable, and rival, supplicant 
groupings - with the British state as 
the benevolent overlord, imposing a 
safe, depoliticised version of what 
constitutes the culture of various eth¬ 
nic groups, dispensing resources and 
privileges to favoured groupings, 


while excluding others. Via this proc¬ 
ess, government-approved ‘commu¬ 
nity leaders’ managed to carve out 
their own political fiefdoms and act as 
local gendannes, making sure that the 
members of their ‘community’ con¬ 
form. 

We interviewed Gurharpal Singh, 
professor of inter-religious studies, in 
the Weekly Worker of January 13. Al¬ 
though critically supportive of multi¬ 
culturalism in general, he offeredsome 
useful insights: 

“Broadly, the racism we fought in 
the 1970s gave wayto official anti-rac¬ 
ism. Its softer policy edge was the 
emergence of multiculturalism. But the 
truth is that multiculturalism increas¬ 
ingly became an operative mode for 
establishing fiefdoms. \btes would be 
delivered for patronage and particu¬ 
lar sectional advantage. To some ex¬ 
tent this has always been the case - 
and particularly characteristic of mi¬ 
norities’ relationship to the Labour 
Party - but multiculturalism gave a 
great deal of authority to this process 

“We have a situation of the promo¬ 
tion of what I dub ‘hyper-diversity’ in 
society. In one sense, it is a return to 
the politics of imperialism. There have 
always been people on the left who 
have said that multiculturalism smacks 
of colonial engineering. Yes, a ‘divide 
and rule’ strategy - but much more 
sinister and insidious than that It es- 
sentialises and imposes definitional 
parameters on a community’s identi¬ 
ty - on what it means to be a Sikh, a 
muslim or a hindu. It does not leave it 
to the people in these communities to 
self-define through struggle. 

“Thus, it fractures these identities - 
both internally, between different 
strands existing in these minorities, 
and externally, through competition 
with other communities for patronage 
and advantage from the state 

Itis impossible to isolate the precise 
causes of the worrying developments 
in B irmingham, but in general the sus¬ 
picion and competitive friction be¬ 
tween different ethnic populations, 
nurtured by multiculturalism, and the 
decline of working class politics must 
have been important contributory fac¬ 
tors. In this sense, the genuine voice 
of multiculturalism canbe heard in the 


disturbing editorial tones of “Britain’s 
best black newspaper”, The Voice. 

Its lurid front cover of October 24 is 
bad enough. It shouts “Gang of 19 
rape teen girl”. The inside story is 
nearer the mark when it tells us that 
the “black girl” was “allegedly” raped 
by “19 Asian men”, and the story’s 
headline is even more cautious - 
“Teenage ‘rape’sparks outrage”. In 
other words, maybe no rape at all. 

The editorial is an absolute dis¬ 
grace: “It’s time to vote with our mon¬ 
ey” - effectively a call for an 
Afro-Caribbean boycott of Asian 
shops. The usual multicultural man¬ 
tras are first chanted about the paper’s 
policy to “nurture good relationships 
and promote racial harmony with oth¬ 
er communities” before we get to the 
meat of the matter. Apparently there 
are “times when it is necessary for us 
to first unite and fight against any in¬ 
justice perpetrated against our own 
community”. 

For The Voice then, the course of 
action is clear: “It’s time to wake up 
and smell the coffee. We need to re¬ 
spect, support and empower our com¬ 
munity in the first instance. We 
should not tolerate disrespect, regard¬ 
less of whether we need to buy that 
lottery ticket, that curry, or that hair 
product. 

“For those of you who’ve written 
in to complain about being treated 
with disrespect and suspicion when¬ 
ever you enter certain Asian-owned 
or run shops, we ask why then do you 
continue to give your patronage to 
these shops? They rely and depend 
on us for the success of their busi¬ 
nesses and blindly we continue to 
spend our hard-earned bucks in 
shops where we are treated in a de¬ 
rogatory manner. It’s time to reassess 
our priorities as a community and to 
send a clear message to those who 
would dare that we will not tolerate 
this type of violation in the communi¬ 
ty” 

The response of the SWP-Respect 
party has been politically incoherent 
Salma Yaqoob - described by The 
Guardian of October 25 as a “com¬ 
munity mediator in Birmingham”, 
“spokeswoman for Birmingham Cen¬ 
tral mosque” and “vice-chair of Re¬ 
spect” - bemoaned the “breathtaking 


irresponsibility of some community 
representatives”. She argued: “The 
truth is that it is economic inequalities 
- real and imagined - that are driving 
events in Birmingham” and that there¬ 
fore the only way “to find a way out 
of this crisis” is for “representatives 
fromallthe communities” to “cometo- 
gether and demand the resources the 
area needs”. 

Of course, the implication that white, 
black and Asian (and all sub-divisions 
thereof) are competing for limited re¬ 
sources and this fosters tensions is 
correct. However, the notion that “rep¬ 
resentatives” of these fractured commu¬ 
nities (chosen how, by whom?) should 
haggle with government over more “re¬ 
sources” is actually a recipe to further 
foster divisions and inter-ethnic friction 
We have another approach - one of class 
unity and struggle. This would inevita¬ 
bly mean confrontation with precisely 
these same conservative ‘community 
leadeis’ who have a material interest in 
perpetuating the current sectionalism- 
a layer that Respect has so far shown 
itself very anxious not to offend, of 
course. 


Any way 

Y et another cash crisis is loom¬ 
ing, as, once again, we look set 
to fall well short of our £500 target 
this month. With only four days to 
go for our October fund, we have 
only £310. That’s right - just £30 
received over the last seven days. 

But all is not lost. Ifjust a dozen 
or so comrades could let us have 
£10 or £20 straightaway, we would 
easily make the full amount by our 
deadline of noon on Monday Oc¬ 
tober 31. Mail your donation first 
class as soon as you read this or - 
even better - go onto our website 
and make your contribution using 
your credit or debit card. That way, 
we will be sure to get it without hav¬ 
ing to rely on the vagaries of the 
post. 


The official Respect statement (dat¬ 
ed October 23) underlines that Salma 
Yaqoob’s personal confusion reflects 
general party policy. Demanding 
“peace and justice”, it tells us: “The 
riot and murder on Saturday night was 
horrific ... These events can benefit 
nobody. The attacks on cars, shops 
and people are not going to improve 
the situation of any section of the 
community in Lozells. This situation 
developed because of the alleged rape 
of a 14-year-old refugee by an Asian 
shopkeeper. The young woman is be¬ 
lieved to be too afraid to come for¬ 
ward for fear of deportation. Khalid 
Mahmood MP and the government 
should simply guarantee her right to 
remain in this country. This attack 
could then be investigated and justice 
could be done” (my emphasis). 

At the moment, Respect campaigns 
on behalf of asylum-seekers/refu¬ 
gees, not ‘economic migrants’. There 
is absolutely no evidence that the al¬ 
leged rape victim is a “refugee” - she 
could indeed indeed be an ‘economic 
migrant’ (or, more likely still, the 
daughter of economic migrants). But 
dubbing her a “refugee” allows the 
SWP to championher right to remain. 
The reactionary consequences of the 
SWP-Respect party’s refusal to adopt 
a principled line on this question - ie, 
abolition of all immigration controls - 
is brutally revealed in incidents like 
these. 

Socialist Worker, however, seems 
to be on the point of grasping the real 
nature of the problem - before falling 
back into the same erroneous trap. It 
complains that “instead of uniting to 
tackle racism”, the “local politicians 
have cultivated different ethnic 
groups, playing them off against each 
other, instilling a culture of segrega¬ 
tion and patronage rather than genu¬ 
ine multiculturalism” (October 29 - my 
emphasis). 

No, comrades, what we are dealing 
with in this context is a variant of “gen¬ 
uine” multiculturalism - malign, divi¬ 
sive and consistently opposed by 
genuine communists • 

Eddie Ford 


it comes 

Talking about our website, I’m 
sorry to have to repeat that peren¬ 
nial complaint of mine -not a single 
online donation made this week. 
True, there were not so many read¬ 
ers as last week- 14,876, compared 
to 15,720 - but surely a few of you 
are due to show your appreciation? 

Thanks go to comrades ES (£20) 
and HD (£10) for coming up with 
the goods - even if they did write 
us an old-fashioned cheque. But, to 
be honest, I’ll take it any way it 
comes - just as long as you get it to 
me by Monday next. Please don’t 
let me down, comrades • 

Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankers order form, 
or send cheques, 
payable to Weekly Worker 


Fighting fund 
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REVIEW 


Alienation and identity 

Navid Akhtar Young, angry and muslim Channel Four, October 24 


D irector NavidAkhtar revisited his 
British-Pakistani roots to make 
this contribution to the debate 
on the reasons why some young 
muslims have turned to ‘radical islam’. 

Appropriately, the unfcigettable scenes 
of the 7/7 London bombings opened the 
programme, with the videoed personal 
statement of one of bombeis immediately 
following. Akhtar described the shock this 
had provoked among muslims and ex¬ 
plained how the aftermath of the attacks 
had left many questioning the values of 
thar own communities. How could young 
people from this British-born generation 
turn on society with such hatred? 

The programme suggests the answer is 
an internal crisis of identity, felt most keenly 
by youth. Tom between the restrictive tra¬ 
ditions of their parents and the ‘individu- 
alism’ofBritishsocietyyoungmuslims feel 
dislocatedand without a genuine ‘home’, 
according to Akhtar. Consequent feelings 
ofalienationanda lack of direction “make 
young muslims vulnerable to the radicals”. 
This point was repeated throughout the 
hour-long programme - young and angry 
mus lims are drawn to radicali sm to fulfil a 
sense of belonging and identity. The 
voice-over of the director warned omi¬ 
nously that ‘ignoring these voices will only 
ensure that we hear them again”. 

In order to help us better understand 
the “very real, not abstract” identity cri¬ 


sis felt by so many muslims, we were in¬ 
vited by Akhtar into hiscommunity to see 
for ourselves the problems faced every 
dty. The majority ofmuslimsin Britainare 
of Pakistani origin and, having been bom 
there himself, Akhtar focused on this 
group. Images of British troops herding 
up Pakistani refugees in the 1960s and 
1970s accompanied an interview with an 
elderly man explaining how he, like thou¬ 
sands of others, had come to Britain to 
make money to send back home. Their 
plan was to workhere for five years be¬ 
fore returning to Pakistan wealthy and ca¬ 
pable of lookingaffer their femilies. 

In reality though, for most this did not 
happen. Instead, the old man continued, 
“We are nowcitizens of the UK and Pa¬ 
kistan” It is this double identity that was 
the focus of the programme and in a 
sense, the title was very misleading. 
Rather than concentrating on young and 
angry muslims, it was more an insight 
into Akhtar’s personal turmoil and that 
of his friends and family. 

His lather had recently died and we fol¬ 
lowed him in his attempt to decide what to 
do with the land he had been left in Paki¬ 
stan. Clearly, Akhtar did feel tom hetweai 
two cultures and it would he wrong to deny 
the significance of this on his poEonal life. 
However, to use this personal crisis to make 
sweeping generalisations about the 
motivations of political islam and its attrac¬ 


tions for some youth is to miss the point. 

The programme presented no evidence 
of young muslims being jiindamentdly 
differait in objective terms to youth from 
any other social or ethnic group in Britain 
So the question that needs to he ad¬ 
dressed is why some at the fringes of this 
group have become so desperate as to 
makehumanbotrbs out ofthemselvesand 
what this tells us about not simply this sec¬ 
tion, but also wider British society. 

A representative from the Muslim Youth 
Helpline spo ke of the 5,000calls receivedby 
the organisation last year. It was explained 
that this was significant because it showed 
a growing disillusionment among muslim 
youth. However, most of the calls turned out 
to be about issues such as peisonal rela¬ 
tionships, school, friends and femtiy- all 
difficult enough fbrany young personAl- 
tbough trying to make us see how young 
muslims have to fight the contradictions 
between their ‘two worlds’, Akhtar himself 
sometimes appeared not to appreciate that 
teen^eis bom and brought up in Britain 
would not necessarily find Pakistani elders 
qualified to deal with their problems. 

To dismiss the added cultural pres¬ 
sures facedby muslim teenagers in Brit¬ 
ain would be foolish Yet to use it as 
proof that they are unlike other youth 
groups is also unhelpful. Young British 
muslims have the same objective prob¬ 
lems as any other adolescents, although 


refracted though the particular culture of 
their communities, of course. 

In some scenes with his familyAkhtar 
seemed to project his own obvious iden¬ 
tity crisis onto relatives who actually 
seemed perfectly at ease with them¬ 
selves. Given that his programme fea¬ 
tured no interviews with ‘ young and 
angry’ muslims tortured by their split 
personalities, it seems he did exactly the 
same thing with a whole group of peo¬ 
ple he did not even know. In reality sup¬ 
port for reactionary islamism is a 
symptom of a far deeper and more dis¬ 
turbing malaise not simply confined to 
one ethnic/teligjous population - the al¬ 
ienation produced by capitalism itself. 

And the effects of capitalism’s ills are 
particularly felt amongst some minority 
groups. There is massive unemployment 
within the muslim population and the pro¬ 
gramme claimed that 60% of muslims are 
on low incomes. In addition to this, there 
are proportionately more Pakistani- 
Kashmiri muslim men inprison than any 
other Asian group. 

The programme was useful in offering 
an insight into the ‘Vural tribal mentality” 
t hat p re vail s w ith in much ofth e Pakist an i- 
Kashmiri community. The clan system, 
known as the biraderi, is designed to 
keep power with the elders. In return for 
positions of influence in local politics, dan 
elders deliver votes for mainstream par¬ 


ties. This was demonstrated by the mas¬ 
sive and systematic fraud conducted by 
Labour in the 2004 council elections in 
Birmingham. These elders, detached and 
remote from youth culture in Britain, are 
promo ted by Blair to hdp solve the prob- 
lans of alienation and identity 

The programme alluded to the idea that 
anger felt by so many young people in 
Britain today often stems from the hypoc¬ 
risy of the Blair government’s foreign 
policy. This is accentuated for muslims 
when the government claims it is pass¬ 
ing anti-terror legislation to protect the 
innocent in this country whist itself ter¬ 
rorising the (mainly muslim) innocent in 
Iraq. However disaffection with particu¬ 
lar foragn policy strategies is hardly ad¬ 
equate to explain the tragedy of July 7. 

The lack of identity suggested by 
Akhtar cannot he dismissed. However, it 
is misguided to place it as the issue that 
most urgently needs addressing. It is one 
factor within a layer of social and eco¬ 
nomic factoE affecting the whole work- 
in g dass. Th e bu tiding o f a vi ab le wo ricing 
class alternative that all disaffected sec¬ 
tions can rdate to is the essential antidote 
to the alienation experienced mo st sharply 
by sections such as young muslims. 

The answer is to he found not in Re¬ 
spect-type platitudes, but in the pro¬ 
gramme of working class sodalism O 
Emily Bransom 


PCSU 

‘Revolutionaries’ endorse sell-out 
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T he executive of the Public and 
Commercial Services Union, 
meeting on October 21, has dis¬ 
grace fully backed general secretary 
Mark Serwotka and his negotiators on 
the government-union public serv¬ 
ices forum in accepting an extra five 
years’ wage-slavery for future civil 
servants. 

In exchange for a (no doubt tempo¬ 
rary) truce in the New Labour assault 
on pension rights for current mem¬ 
bers, includingthe rightto retireonfull 
pension at the age of 60, the Socialist 
Party-dominated PCSU leadership 
has surrendered to government de¬ 
mands that new entrants will have to 
work until 65. And, like the more tradi¬ 
tional leaders of the other public serv¬ 
ice unions, these ‘Marxists’ had the 
effrontery to claim this sell-out as a 
‘victory’. 

Not only did the SP vote in favour 
of theclimbdown, but the two membffs 
of the Socialist Workers Party on the 
EC also put up their hands in favour - 
just two days after Socialist Worker 


editor Chris Bambery had described the 
deal as “abject capitulation” on the 
SWP website (see Socialist Worker 
October 22). According to the Alliance 
for Workers’ Liberty, the lone dissent¬ 
ing voice on the PCSU executive was 
AWL member John Moloney. 

The PCSU, with its clear left major¬ 
ity on just about every leading com¬ 
mittee, should surely be giving a 
fighting lead. Yet of the 13 unions in¬ 
volved in the pensions stitch-up only 
the GMB has declined to endorse it - 
so far. Its public services national sec¬ 
retary, Brian Sutton, had the honesty 
to admit that the other unions had 
conceded “worse terms” for all future 
members in accepting “two-tier pen¬ 
sions”. 

PCSU members will be justified in 
asking what point there is in elect¬ 
ing self-proclaimed revolutionary 
socialists, when they end up behav¬ 
ing in exactly the same way as the 
other labour bureaucrats - whether 
of the left, right or centre 9 

Peter Manson 


London demands action 


T he campaign, led by So¬ 
cialist Caucus supporters, 
forjobsand services in the 
PCSU London region has re¬ 
sulted in a successful ballot for 
strike action in the department 
for work and pensions (DWP). 
Members voted by nearly three 
to one for a p rogramme of discon- 
tinuous strike action. The 
prompted further talks with 
DWP Jobcentre Plus manage¬ 
ment, secured after Mark 
Serwotka intervened with secre¬ 
tary of state David Blunkett. 

However, the talks did not go 
well and culminated in Jobcen¬ 
tre Plus telling the union it 
would not deviate from its ‘head 
counttarget’ ofjobcuts inLon- 
don - or anywhere else in the 
country for that matter. The 
employer offered a ‘no compul¬ 
sory redundancy’ dealfor Lon¬ 
don untilMarch 2006, provided 
the union would not take strike 
action in London or elsewhere. 
This at least was rejected “out 
of hand” by the national union 
negotiators. 

After the meetings. Jobcentre 
Plus wrote to the PCSU to con¬ 
firm its position on staffing in 
London and for the rest of the 
country: regardlessof the effects 


on service delivery (people unable 
to get through to call centres, wait¬ 
ing weeks, if not months, for ben¬ 
efit payments, etc) the cuts would be 
implemented. 

On O ctober 18, to add insu It to in- 
jury, a decision on the future of 
Harrow call centre-which London 
Region PCSU had argued should 
remain opentoprovidemuch needed 
work for around 100 ‘surplus’ staff 
and additional interpretation for 
London claimants whose first lan¬ 
guage is not English-was deferred. 

After months of pressure at meet¬ 
ings with the employer, detailed 
written submissions, active mem¬ 
bership lobbying of MPs and solid 
indicative votes for industrial action 
in Harrow itself, management has 
decided a full ‘business case’ is 
needed before any decision can be 
made. 

The Socialist Party-led DWP 
group executive committee (GEC) 
has now accepted that London has 
shown the way anda national cam¬ 
paign against job cuts and for serv¬ 
ices across the DWP is essential I 
very much welcomethis and believe 
that, even thou^i 15,000 jobs have 
already been lost, the union can be 
successful if it fights. 

The PCSU has agreed a four- 
week suspension of action to see if 


there is any scope for a negoti¬ 
ated solution - bizarrely some 
SP members on the GEC felt 
that the language in manage¬ 
ment’s letter was positive and 
encouraging. The group ex¬ 
ecutive will also be using the 
time to consult with members 
and reps to gauge support for a 
national ballot. 

The GEC convenes again on 
November 9 to decide whether to 
ballot the entire DWP member¬ 
ship onaprogramme of national 
industrial action and whether to 
activate the ballot result in Lon- 
don. I believe that the GEC 
should do both, as strike action 
in London can only enthuse 
members elsewhere to vote for 
action. WhatPCSU cannot do is 
allow another mandate for in¬ 
dustrial action to lapse. 

We hope for somepositive re¬ 
sults at the GEC, but recognise 
thatif the current PCSUleaders 
can casually sell out entire gen¬ 
erations of future workers over 
their retirement age, dumping a 
strike ballot in London will not 
concern them too much* 

Tony Roay 

PCSU DWP London 
regional secretary 
(personal capacity) 
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THE LEFT _ 

Arise - the new 
Socialist Alliance 

Steve Freeman, a member of the committee that has organised the 
November 12 conference to relaunch the SA, calls for both 
continuity and change in the fight for socialist unity 


H T he great appear great to us 
I only because we are on our 
I knees: Let us arise.” With 
these famous words JamesConnolly con¬ 
demned queen Victoria’s diamond jubi¬ 
lee in 1897 as a“feastofflunkeyism”. He 
toldhis audience that “thelrish Socialist 
Republican Party, which from its incep- 
tionhas never hesitatedto proclaim its 
unswerving ho stility to the British crown 
... takes the opportunity of hurling at the 
headsofall thecourtlymummerswho 
grovel at the shrine of royalty the con¬ 
tempt and hatred oflrish revolutionary 
democracy.” 

Connolly would no doubthave recog¬ 
nised the significance of the words, 
“Arise, ye workers”, onthebannerof the 
dockers during their 1972 strike. It could 
beseen onthemassdemonstrationsout- 
sidePentonville prisoninsupportofthose 
jai led for defending trade union rights. In 
similar vein the first words of Thelnter- 
national are: “Arise, ye starvelings from 
your slumber.”Thestruggleofthework- 
ingclass for freedomand democracy al¬ 
ways brings forth the cry for working 
people to rise up against the capitalist 
system. 

Nowadays it is fashiondbletoproclaim 
that the working class, the trade unions 
andsocialismarethingsoftbe past.But 
history has not come to an end. The 
working classmovement will arise again 
and with itthemovementforsocialismwill 
expand well beyond its current narrow 
confines on the fringe of politics. Whilst 
the need remains for socialists tounite and 
move towards a party, we can rest as¬ 
sured that sane fcrm of socialist alliance 
isanecessity. 

Tbisis whynobody should write off the 
SodalistAllianee. On February 5 the SA 
voted at its annual conference to close 
down by 73 to 63 with two abstentions. 
OnNovember 12 ex-members of the SA 
will be meeting to considera relaunch 
The his tory o f the al liance may then look 
very di fferent. Instead ofco llapse, 2005 
will be the year the SocialistAllianee split 
On one side of the cleavage will be Re¬ 
spect, the Unity Coalition, and on the 
other anew SocialistAllianee. It is there¬ 
fore premature to declare the fight for 
socialist unity at an end or as a conse¬ 
quence the SAno longer necessary. 

The Socialist Alliance hasexistedfor 
12 years as a project for left unity. By 
2001 it brought together into a single 
organisation the majority of socialist 
groups outside the Labour Party. In 2001 
a newSA (marktwo version) was bom 
and over the next four years it was led 
by the Socialist Workers Party and its al¬ 
lies. But with the Iraq war the leadership 
more or le ss ga ve up trying to build an 
allianceofsocialistsand turned to build- 
inga differentkmdofalliance- between 
socialists andmuslims. In 2003 those SA 
members who were in fivourofa work¬ 
ing class party, including the Alliance for 
Workers’ Liberty, CPGB, Revolutionary 
DemocraticGroup,International Social¬ 
ist League and Workers International, 
began to organise themselves as the SA 
Democracy Platform (SADP). 

With the closure of the SA, the SADP 
called a conference in Birm in gh am and, 
with its alliesfromthe SocialistUnity Net¬ 
work and Hie Republican Communist 
Network (Scotland), agreed to setup a 
provisional organisation to plan a 
relaunch. Subsequaitly the SADP voted 
to give full support and all its assets to the 
SocialistAllianee (Provisional) and closed 
down. The SA (P) is gathering around it 


those who recognise that specifically so¬ 
cialist unity and a new working class 
party are needed more than ever. The 
necessity foreitha - basnot been abolished 
by the arrival ofRespect 

However, this is not to say thenew SA 
should be a carbon copy of the SWP- 
dominatedalliance. Even ifwe wanted 
that, it would notbe achievab le. The SWP 
is the largest socialist organisation outside 
the Labour Party Thenew SA will there¬ 
fore be farsmaller than thepievio inver¬ 
sion It would now represent a minority 
of thesocialistmovement In2001 theSA 
did not have to recognise Respect sim¬ 
ply because it did notexist. Todayanew 
SA will baveto adopt acorrect stance in 
relation to thebiggestbeast in thejungle. 
That meansbeing tough enough to resist 
the obvious temptation to takea sectar¬ 
ian attitude towards Respect. 

Anew SocialistAllianee has to rede¬ 
fine it self pol itically i f it is to have any hope 
orprospect for survival. The November 
conference will therefore decide the fate 
of the SA - to be or not to be. It is not 
possible at this stage to give a definite 
statement as to the politic al differences 
between thenewSAandRespect since 
themembersofthe SA (Provisional)have 
yet to decide exactly where they stand. 
Butwe do have a fairly clear idea of what 
the officers of the SA (P) are proposing 
and a reasonable estimate of what the 
oppositionare saying. In this article Iwill 
concentrate on the former, not the latter. 

In what sense will the new SA be a 
continuation of the oldalliance? There 
must be sufficient continuity with the pre¬ 
vious organisation to be ableto lay claim 
to the name. It is not just a matter of 
membership. Thenew SA will continue 
the fightfor socialist unity. Thiswas al¬ 
ways one of the SA’s most important 
functions and for atime the SA he lped 
break down sectarian barriers on the left. 
This will continue. Second, the SAwas 
an alliance and not a party. This remains 
the same. Our expectations from a So¬ 
cialist Alliance will be lower than we have 
a right to expect and demand from a 
party. Third, the SA was an alliance of 
socialist groups/parties and individual 
socialists-or‘indies’, asthey came to be 
known in SA-speak We willcontinue to 
welcome the support of socialist groups 
and socialist indies. Finally, the SAtook 
an important step in developing a lefi unity 
programme known as People before 
profit. The new SA will stand on that 
programme. 

The new Sociali st Alliance will there¬ 
fore continue to represent the best non¬ 
sectarian politics that the SApromoted 
before its degeneration However, in 
other respects the new SA will haveto 
bedifferent. Wfe cannot stand still. It has 
been a learning process and we must in¬ 
corporate thebest politics that developed 
with the old SA. If the new alliance is 
merely ado gmatic continuation of theold 
SA, minus the SWI) then its failure would 
be predictable andimminent. The new 
SA has to re pre sent not just continuity, 
but change. The new SA must be what it 
says - something new. 

The old SA fbcusedalmostentirelyon 
elections. Its main purpose was seen as 


standing left candidates against Labour. 
With 98 candidates in 2001, it made a 
good start. Butthe old SA was seenby 
the S WP majority simply as an electoral 
front. Ifanything needed doing apart from 
elections, then the SWP saw itself as the 
appropriate vehicle. There are many 
good reasons why we should not define 
ourselvesinelectoralist terms. First, even 
ifwewantedtoplayat electoralism, we 
do not have the base foranythingmore 
than atoken effort in one ortwo locali¬ 
ties. Second, theSAmade abigmistake 
in putting the electoral cart before the 
campaigninghorse. The new SAmust 
start from scratch and show itself capa¬ 
ble of national and local campaigning 
activity. Electoralwork should grow from 
that and notthe other way round. 

We also need a much clearer political 
profile asto whatweare fight ingfor. The 
offices oftbe SA (P) baveproposedtbat 
weidentify ourselves as anAlliance for 
Republicanism, Internationalism, Social¬ 
ism and the Environment. It is surely a 
happy coincidence that this spells out 
‘Arise’. That, of course, takes us back 
to James Connolly, the opening line of 
The International and the 1972 dock¬ 
ers’ strike. 

Then there is the central question ofa 
new working class party. Whilst the SA 
isnotapartyanddoes notpretendtobe 
one, wemust take on the task of making 
thetransitiontoa party that was success¬ 
fully made when the Scottish Socialist 
Alliance transformed itself into the Scot¬ 
tish Socialist Party. The S SPis a practi¬ 
cal examp leofwhat socialists can achieve 
from asocialist alliance. But we are not 
simply copying the SSP. We are not ar¬ 
guing for Scottish indepaidence. We are 
puttingemphasisondemocracy andin- 
temationalism, not on nationality. Conse¬ 
quently, as the SA(P)clauseA3 says, we 
will campaign for“a republican socialist 
party along the lines of the SSP”. 
Whether this should also be a Marxist 
party remains to be agreed. 

Finally the newSA has to get to grips 
with the issue of federalism. We are not 
proposing the 80-20 formulaofthe first 
SA, which gave theright ofa minority to 
veto majority decisions. Neither do we 
want arepeat of themoie centralised,but 
confused, form of federalism of the SA 
mark two. We are propos ing a new form 
of democratic federalism. TheSA will 
comprise SA members and SA partners, 
which are affiliated organisations. The 
members will elect theSAexecutive at 
theanmalconfeience. The executive will 
beaccountable to the SA members. The 
SA executive will meet with our sociali st 
partners in the proposed ‘Council of 
Soc ialistOrganis at ions’. This oo uncilwill 
beaforum for socialist cooperation with 
the right to take maj ority de cisions that 
will not be binding either on theaffiliates 
orthe SA executive. 

Thenew ideas we are putting forward 
did not parachute in from outer space. 
What is proposed here has its roots in the 
unfolding dialectic of the old SA Almost 
everything can be found in debates that 
took place at the SA conferences in 
Marc h and De cember2001. At the first 
conference People before pmfit was 


accepted. But two different views 
emerged over the question of our ‘prior- 
itypledges’. Onone side were the ‘La¬ 
bourites’ who wanted to restrict the 
immediatepolic ies to the politics ofthe 
old Labourleft. Against them were the 
‘republicans’,led by theCPGB and sup¬ 
ported by the RDG and AWL. Jack 
Conrad wrote a powerfulpolemic against 
the “economism” of the SWP majority 
under the headline, ‘Prioritise democ¬ 
racy’ (Weekly Worker March 1 2001). 
The CPGB proposed a set of six re pub¬ 
lican and democratic demands as the 
cutting edge for apoliticised SA Need¬ 
less to say, this was rejected. The same 
argument arises again. 

At the December 2001 conference 
there was a second set of issues concern¬ 
ing the party question and federalism. A 
structural proposal from the RDG put 
forwardthe constitution of the Scottish 
Socialist Party and made the argument 
that the SA needed to move in this direc¬ 
tion This was'customised’byremoving 
all reference to ‘Scottish’ and replacing 
it with ‘Republican’.This proposal fora 
republican socialist party along the lines 
of the SSP gained 21 votes. The same 
argument arises again 

At the same conference the RDG, 
AWL, a number ofin dependents and com¬ 
rades such as Dave Church and Pete 
McLaren werearguingfora formoffed- 
eral constitution thatwould keep the So¬ 
cialist Party onboard. The RDG did not 
support the Socialist Party’s proposal for 
minority vetoes. But, along with many 
comrades, we believed it wouldhavebeen 
possibleto maintain socialist unity on the 
basis of opt-outs rather than vetoes. The 
caseforagenuinefbrmofdemocratic fed¬ 
eralism within an alliance was made then 
The same argument arises again. 

The seeds of the new SA can there- 
forebefoundinthe disagreements over 
thedirectionoftheallianee in2001. This 
minority was by no means unifiedand 
sometimes pulled in differentdirections. 
But in the theory ofdemocratic organi¬ 
sation the failure ofthe SA leadership in 
2003 -04 should have led to growing sup¬ 
port forthe alternative perepective until 
the minority became the majority. In re¬ 
ality the opposite has happened. The 
2001 minority has become a majority 
simplybecausethe old maj ority walked 
out.Buildinganewsocialistunity does 
not mean finding the lowest common 


denominator a sticking to the old SWP 
politics and perspective. It means build¬ 
ing a new unity around the more ad¬ 
vanced pos itio ns aris ing fro m the dialectic 
within the old alliance. 

Nowthesocialist movement is re or¬ 
ganising aroundfouralliances or coalitions 
-the SocialistAllianee, theLabour Rep¬ 
resentation Committee, Respect andthe 
Socialist Green UnityCoalitioa Each 
represents different policiesand perspec¬ 
tives for the working class movement. 
The new S A has a place not only be- 
causeofits 12-year struggle for socialist 
unity, butbecause it has something dis¬ 
tinct to sayabout the direction the social¬ 
ist and working class movement should 
take. 

The SA will be the only alliance or coa¬ 
lition campaigning fora new independ¬ 
ent working class party. The LRC is fa 
rebuildingthe Labour Party and neither 
Respect nor the SGUC have come out 
for anew working class party. The SAis 
the onlyalliance that will campaign fbrre- 
publicanism, internationalism, socialism 
andthe environment. TheSAwillbethe 
onlyalliance that recognises thefimda- 
mental importance of the fight fcr democ¬ 
racy in the struggle for socialism. So, 
whilst there will he some areas of over¬ 
lap with the other alliances, the SA will 
have adistinctmessage. 

The SA will have to explain to the 
working class mo vementthe importance 
and significanceofthepolitical direction 
we are proposing. Atthesame time we 
have to ensure this does not degenerate 
into sectarian rivalries. Wbilewecannot 
account for the behaviour of the other 
alliances, we are accountable forourown 
actions. 

Our general attitude to these rival alli¬ 
ances shouldbe governedby the policy 
of theunitedfront First, we aie in favour 
of uni ted action with all theseorganisa- 
tions against capitalism and the La boa 
government. Wedo notplaceoa differ¬ 
ences with these oiganisations above the 
need fora united frontagainst thecom- 
mon class enemy. This means we putthe 
interest of the working class in achieving 
unity above any special policies or inter¬ 
ests we ho Id against other socialist coa¬ 
litions. 

The united front policy does not mean 
the suspensionofcriticism. On thecon- 
trary, it means we act together, whilst 
continuingto explainourpolicydiffer¬ 
ences. Thepurposeoftheunited front is 
also educative. Itenables the working 
class to undeEtand thepolicy differences 
and grasp which ideas bestrepiesent their 
interests. To hide our differences intbe 
united front is to prevent orundermine the 
political development of the working 
class. 

In my own view thehighpointofthis 
united frontwouldbe the merging ofthe 
LRC, Respect, the SGUC and the So¬ 
cialist Alliance (or at least a maj or ity of 
these forces) into an independent work¬ 
ing class party- ideally with the SSPand 
socialists in Wales andNorthern Ireland 
too. If this is not possible, we should seek 
to develop the closest possiblerelations 
with all sociali sts in the UK andtake what 
stepswe cantoformasingle party. 

The waking class needs anew party, 
which can, in Jack Conrad’s words, 
“prioritise democracy”. We therefore 
needa strongSocialistAlliancetoarise 
again liketheproverbialphoenixfrom the 
ashes* 
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DEBATE _ 

What kind of new 
party do we need? 

There is a broad consensus on the left outside Labour that a new party of our class is 
needed. But what sort of politics should it have? Here, Dave Parks - an activist in the 
Socialist Alliance until its dissolution earlier this year - warns against projecting the 
need for a revolutionary party as an ultimatum to the movement 


O nly a socialist revolution - carried 
out by the working class, organised 
as a class - can put an end to capi¬ 
talism and make the building of soc ialism a 
possibility. A revolutionary party is in that 
sense essential. However, what is also es¬ 
sential is that such a revolutionary party 
commands support from the majority of 
the working class. 

I find it interesting in tire context of this 
discussion to refer back to the writings on 
the united front from the early Comintern. 
Probably the clearest example of this writ¬ 
ing was by Trotsky in 1922 (see 
www.marxists.org/archive/trotsky/works/ 
1924/ffyci-2/08.htm). The tactics outlined 
are aimed at mass communist parties, 
which at that stage only command support 
from a significant minority of the working 
class, with the majority still supporting re¬ 
formist mass workers’ parties. 

Of course, the problem today is that we 
have neither mass revolutionary parties nor 
mass reformist ones. The process of degen¬ 
eration of the social democratic parties was 
greatly accelerated by the collapse of the 
former Soviet Union and the eastern bloc - 
resulting in the situation today where the 
once reformist workers’ parties only have 
a remote historical relationship to social de¬ 
mocracy in most countries. The parties of 
social democracy have gone a long way 
down the road of transforming themselves 
from bourgeois workers’ parties to plain 
bourgeois parties - indeed I would argue 
that they are now plain and simple bour¬ 
geois parties (some comrades may disa¬ 
gree with me on that, but I think they would 
agree that they are in the process of that 
transformation). Stalinism too has com¬ 
pletely collapsed. 

I am asked what kind of workers’ party I 
would like to see. The simplistic answer to 
that is a mass revolutionary party which 
commands majority support in the work¬ 
ing class. The more complicated answer 
has to start with the fact that in the present 
we lack any kind of workers’ political or¬ 
ganisation at all, this being compounded 
by the fact that only a very tiny minority 
of the working class have a reformist so¬ 
cialist consciousness, let alone anything 
resembling a revolutionary class con¬ 
sciousness. 

It is said that left union leaders or the po¬ 
tentially refonnist or centrist leaders of a 
new mass workers’ party will betray the 
class. This is almost certainly true. How¬ 
ever, unless the class is first organised 
politically as a class and conscious of its 
own independent role, there will not be 
mass political struggles in the first instance. 
A large section of the working class will 
only come to revolutionary class con¬ 
sciousness when they have first engaged 
in class struggle politics. 

To restrict ourselves to only supporting 
a new workers’ party on the condition that 
is be a revolutionary party would in the 
current circumstances be sectarian folly 
which would keep us marginalised and 
unable to influence the development of 
such a party when it arises. A new work¬ 
ers’ party will eventually arise in this pe¬ 
riod - the situation where the working class 
has no political organisation of its own 
cannot last indefinitely, unless the work¬ 
ing class somehow miraculously disap¬ 
pears and capitalism resolves its internal 
contradictions. It is a matter of time, al¬ 
though this could be a few decades (it 


would be a disaster for the class if it takes 
this long). 

The current lack of a workers’ party 
arises because of the demise of both the 
refonnist social democratic parties and the 
collapse of Stalinism. For the class to fight 
as a class it needs first and foremost class- 
struggle political organisation and that 
inevitably includes people with centrist or 
reformist politics - indeed probably a ma¬ 
jority who have such politics. To 
counterpose the need for ‘revolutionary’ 
mass organisation to any new workers’ 
party is to race ahead of the current level 
of organisation and consciousness of the 
class. To fight reformism we do not stand 
aside from the current need for a new party 
and denounce it as being the project of be¬ 
trayers and reformists - we need to be at 
the fore of trying to help build such a new 
party and push it in the direction of con¬ 
frontational class politics. We need to dem¬ 
onstrate that we are the best fighters for 
the class and that we put the interests of 
the class as a whole first. Reformism is not 
defeated by denunciation; it is defeated by 
showing up its total inadequacy in the heat 
of political struggle. 

So when reformist leaders of the RMT 
union (and hopefully other trade unions) 
look at the possibility of organising a new 
party we should not denounce them as re¬ 
formists engaged in a refonnist project, but 
on the contrary urge them not to be con¬ 
servative but to forge ahead and break fi¬ 
nally from New Labour and build a new 
workers’ party that fights for the interests 
of the working class. To do this does not 
mean we have to abandon advocating a 
revolutionary perspective - we should be 
honest to refonnist workers and say that a 
new class-struggle party is needed where 
we fight together. 

Of course the last thing we need is a La¬ 
bour Party mark two - and there will un¬ 
doubtedly be some forces within a new 
party that will wish it to be such a party. 
The nature of such a new party will of 
course depend on the balance of forces 
within it and the extent to which it engages 
in the class struggle. In the current circum¬ 
stances I think it most likely that a new 
workers’ party will be a class-struggleparty 
which is refonnist with a large revolution¬ 
ary minority. Of course if revolutionaries 
are at the fore of the struggle to build a new 
party, then our influence will not only be 
much higher, but we will also have earned 
respect from workers who do not yet cur¬ 
rently share our politics. 

However, the most important factor is 
that the existence of such a new party will 
raise the organisational level and the con¬ 
sciousness of a significant section of the 
class. It may be that in time such a party 
will have a mass base and become domi¬ 
nated by revolutionary politics - or it may 
be that the circumstances arise where the 
needs of the class struggle and the reform¬ 
ist leadership of such a party requires the 
revolutionary wing to break from the party. 
Either way, we can only dream of such fer¬ 
tile conditions for revolutionary politics at 
present. 

Perhaps a key thing to say about this is 
that, unless we are talking about building 
a tiny sect, or propaganda group ifyoupre- 
fer, then a revolutionary party necessitates 
having a mass membership and mass sup¬ 
port in the class - it has to be an organic 
part of the working class to be a revolu- 



RMT leader Bob Crow: break from 
New Labour 


tionary party. 

For revolutionary politics to ever have a 
future it is absolutely essential that we ad¬ 
dress the question of the need for a new 
workers’ party and that we engage with 
those forces in the working class who share 
the desire for a new party - and that in¬ 
cludes the reformist leaders in trade unions 
such as the RMT, the Fire Brigades Union 
and the wider union movement. We need 
to prove our worth by our actions in tire 
struggle for a new party - not by hollow 
denunciations of refonnism, when in a 
sense reformism barely exists at present. 

I have argued that a new party will never 
come about just due to an upsurge in class 
struggle. I absolutely stand by that - times 
of heightened class struggle will typically 
throw up temporary forms of class organi¬ 
sation such as soviets, factory councils, 
the miners’ support groups and so on, but 
new political parties will not emerge from 
nothing, however fierce the class struggle 
at the time. This is not to deny that peri¬ 
ods of heightened class struggle can com¬ 
pletely transform already existing parties 
of the class. 

Indeed that is to be very much expected. 
Leaders who claim to be refonnist can 
show their real colours as class traitors at 
such times - and some of them will excel 
as class fighters and move towards revo¬ 
lutionary politics. On the other hand, 
some self-professed revolutionaries will 
actually reveal themselves to be pathetic 
reformists in the face of real mass strug¬ 
gles of the class. 

The membership and politics of a work¬ 
ers’ party has a dialectical relationship with 
the class and what is most important is not 
necessarily the professed politics of the 
leadership of such a party or its programme, 
but the degree to which it is really 
imbedded in the class. 

To put off the fight for a new workers’ 
party until there are better conditions of 
‘heightened class struggle’ is to abandon 
that fight altogether. To argue that a new 
workers’ party will only come into its own 
and be transformed in a period of height¬ 
ened class struggle is to state the obvious 
-an already existingnew party can certainly 
be transfonned into a mass party by a pe¬ 
riod of class struggle. But only the con¬ 
scious efforts of socialists will initiate a new 
party - and that is something we need to 
do now as a matter of some urgency if we 
wish to see the struggle for socialism 
progress • 


What we 
fight for 

Our central aim is the organisation of communists, 
revolutionary socialists, anti-capitalists and all politically 
advanced workers into a Communist Party. Without or¬ 
ganisation the working class is nothing; with the high¬ 
est form of organisation it is everything. 

The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communist Party, but there exists no real Com¬ 
munist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ 
on the left. In reality they are confessional sects. Mem¬ 
bers who disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are ex¬ 
pected to gag themselves in public. Either that or face 
expulsion. 

Communists operate according to the principles of 
democratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek 
to achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. 
As long as they support agreed actions, members have 
the right to speak openly and form temporary or per¬ 
manent factions. 

Communists oppose the US-UK occupation of Iraq and 
stand against all imperialist wars but constantly strive 
to bring to the fore the fundamental question - ending 
war is bound up with ending capitalism. 

Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we 
strive for the closest unity and agreement of working 
class and progressive parties of all countries. We op¬ 
pose every manifestation of national sectionalism. It is 
an internationalist duty to uphold the principle, ‘One 
state, one party’. To the extent that the European Un¬ 
ion becomes a state then that necessitates EU-wide 
trade unions and a Communist Party of the BU. 

■ The working class must be organised globally. With¬ 
out a global Communist Party, a Communist Interna¬ 
tional, the struggle against capital is weakened and 
lacks coordination. 

Communists have no interest apart from the working 
class as a whole. They dffer only in recognising the im¬ 
portance of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory 
is no dogma, but must be constantly added to and en¬ 
riched. 

Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the 
future of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous 
with war, pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global 
system capitalism can only be superseded gobally. All 
forms of nationalist socialism are reactionary and anti¬ 
working class. 

Thecapitalist class will neverwillinglyallow their wealth 
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. 
They wi II resist usingevery means at thei r disposal. Com¬ 
munists favour using parliament and winning the big¬ 
gest possible working class representation. But work¬ 
ers must be readied to make revolution - peacefully if 
we can, forcibly if we must. 

Communists fight for extreme democracy in all 
spheres of society. Democracy must be given a social 
content. 

We will use the most militant methods objective cir¬ 
cumstances allow to achieve a federal republic of Eng¬ 
land, Scotland and Wales, a united, federal Ireland and 
a United States of Europe. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must befougit and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism. 

■ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Wom¬ 
en’s oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and 
the struggle for peace and ecological sustainability are 
just as much working class questions as pay, trade un¬ 
ion rigits and demands for high-quality health, housing 
and education. 

■ Socialism represents victory in the battle for democ¬ 
racy. It is the ride of the working class. Socialism is ei¬ 
ther democratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns 
into its opposite. 

■ Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition 
to communism - a system which knows neither wars, 
exploitation, money, classes, states nor nations. Com¬ 
munism is general freedom and the real beginning of 
human history. 

■ All who accept these principles are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 
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Galloway: ‘Put up 
or shut up time’ 



George Galloway: still at large 


G eorgs Galloway has come out 
fighting against the latest allega¬ 
tions from the same United States 
senate sub-committes thathecomprehe- 
sively mauledin May overallegations that 
he illegally benefited fromthe Iraqi ‘oil for 
food’ scheme. He has taunted the com¬ 
mittee cbairmanNorm Coleman to meet 
him in apublicdebate inMinnesota, re¬ 
peat the accusation of perjury outside the 
protectionofSenate privilege and settle the 
matter in court: 

“lam unequivocally stating hereand 
now,I’ll head for Heathrow now,pausing 
only to pickupmy toothbrush, ifthey will 
prom iseto charge me with perjury. It is 
very clear whatthey said:IHed under oath 
It is a criminal offence which is whatthey 
told me when I swore the oath It is ather 
put up or shut up time” (The Guardian 
October 26). 

Accordingtothe latest allegations,Gal¬ 
loway’s wife,Amineh Abu Zayyad who is 
in the processofdivorcinghim, waspaid 
$150,000 in Au gus12000 by the J ordanian 
businessman,FawazZureikat. This man 
had extensive dealings with the Iraq of 
SaddamHussein Itisclaimed tbatwhile the 
murderous UN sanctions regime strangled 
thecountryandleddirectlytothe deaths 
of hundreds ofthousands,monQr fromoil 
sales that should have been used to buy 
food and medicine was divertedto friendly 
businesses and influential figuresabroad 
Allegedyitwas ‘oilforfood’ cash that 
Zureikat paidAmineh Zayyad Thus, de¬ 
clares the senate committee, Galloway 
“through his wife waspasonally enriched” 
in return for defen ding Iraq. 

Leaving aside the specifics ofthe Gal¬ 
loway case fora moment, thegeneral in- 
tentionofthealleg 3 tian isclean toestablish 
as ‘common sense’ the idea that people 
who campaignedag 3 inst imperialism’s 
long running waronlraq did so not out of 
any political commitment,but simply for 
personal g&ia No matter how flimsy the 
evidence to back thi sup, this muck wrl lbe 
recycled and elaboratedonin the hope that 
at leastsome of it will stick. 

In Galloway’s own words, the senate 
committee is also “engaged in diverting 
attention fromtheabso lute disastef’ofthe 
invasionandoocupation “I’mnotaffaid 
ofthem.Thisis their problem,you see. I’m 
ready to go to the airport to free themnow 
in court in the United States. I demand to 
be charged so this matter can be fully ex¬ 
plored” 

As for his wife,hestatestbat she“isnot 
my goods or chattel”. He wasunawareof 
any cash paid to herby Zureikat,but that 
was her business, not his. A further 
$15,666 was said to have been paid in 
2000 by Zureikat to Ron McKay, Gallo¬ 
way’s spokesperson andgeneral election 
campaign manager. McKay has admitted 
having business dealings with the Jorda¬ 
nian. 

The facttbatZureikat was the chairman 
andmajor donorofthe MariamAppeal- 
the charity set up by Galloway to aid an 


Iraqi girl suffering fromcancer, andused 
as part ofthe anti-sanctions campaign - 
has longbeeninthepublicdomain.Ofthe 
thousands of dollars paid into the appeal 
by Zureikat, Galloway says thathehadno 
knowledge and no particular interest in 
“theprecise proportion or source” of this 
cash What matters is that ithdpedfinance 
th e ant i-sanct ion s camp ai gn. 

Galloway has pointed out the dub ious 
sources for thisnew round of allegations. 
They come fromtbreepri song's ofthe US 
administration- former Iraqi deputyprime 
minis ter TariqAziz, along with twoother 
ex mi embers oftheBa’athist regime - all 


currently facing the death penalty in a trial 
inB^bdad, in which Saddamhimself is 
the main defendant. Galloway correctly 
points out the irony ofthe situation when 
heobserves that“Tariq Aziznow agrees 
withtheUS. He is a genocidal murderer 
one day, thena reput ab le witness the next” 
The implicationis clean the latestround 
of accusations originate with people emi¬ 
nently susceptible to pressure and to in¬ 
criminating others in order to win 
themselves a degree of clemency. It is 
these vulnerable people thatare accusing 
the Mariam Appealand Galloway person¬ 
ally ofhaving been awaided eight oiTal- 


locations’totalling23 million barrels be¬ 
tween 1999 and 2003. The 2000 dona- 
tionfromZureikatisallegedtobe the profit 
from one such ‘allocation’,although the 
senate committee has not provided any 
detailsofthe otherseven. 

All this was sup posedly substantiated by 
themiraculous ‘discovery 'by & Daily Tel¬ 
egraph) oumalist ofwhat purported to be 
official Iraqi documents in a ransacked 
Baghdad ministry building shortly after the 
US-UK invasion in 2003. Galloway last 
year won his libel case against the Tel- 
egraph, which presented the documents 
asprobably genuine andaccurate.He says 


he willreveal“important newinformation” 
about their true origins ‘ht theconclusion 
of the appeal process” which is now 
underway 

There are many criticisms that can he 
made of George Galloway. His politics 
derive from a combination of left 
Labourism, ‘officialcommunism’andre- 
actionary Catholicism. This strange blend 
produced the sort of anti-imperialism that 
led him t o s witch fro m fierce o ppo sition to 
Saddam Hussein whai Iraqwasanally of 
theUS and Britain to saluting his “cour- 
ageand indefatigability”in 1994, once 
Saddam became the west’s hete noiiv. 
For anti4mperialists oftheGallo way type, 
‘myenemy’s enemy is my friend’. 

However, money clearly was nottbe 
motivating fac torin this odde vo lutioa 
Gallowaywasobviously acting out ofpro- 
foundpoliticalconviction - irrespective of 
the dismal and eccentric politics upon 
which that conviction is founded 

And despitetbis dire weakness Gallo¬ 
way was indeed one of the most potent 
leadCTS o fthe anti-war mob il isat ion p rior 
to the invasionoflraq.Heremains athom 
in the side of Bush and Blair,as they con¬ 
tinue their attempts to justify the deadly 
occupation - just as theirown secret in¬ 
telligence reveals that 82% of Iraqis are 
“strongly opposed” to the presence of 
coalition troops (ironical lyit was TheDaily 
Telegraph’s sisterpaper which published 
these leaked findings from aministry of 
defencepoll - see The Sunday Telegraph 
October 23). 

That is why it is essential to defend 
Galloway against the impaialists, whose 
ownbloody crimes in any casemaketbe 
allegations against him - even ifthey were 
wholly credible and impeccably sourced 
- sound like minormisdemeanours • 

Peter Manson 
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